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Current Topics, 


The Losses of the Week. 

Tue weex has, unfortunately, witnessed the death of several 
lawyers of eminence. Lord had for many years, as 
Pallansnigny Counsel to the Treasury, an important influence 
on the legislative form of Government measures, and if this 
form did not always attain ideal excellence, the fault may fairly 
be ascribed more to the difficulties of Parliamentary business 
than to the draftsman, Sir Goprrazy Lusuineron had a long 
career of usefulness as a public servant, and one of his latest 
services was the contribution of a valuable report as one of the 
Royal Commissioners on Trade Disputes. d the death of 
Judge Mansgt Jongs removes from the county court bench an 
able and painstaking j and adds to the numerous vacancies 
which the present Lord has had to fill. 


Sheppard’s Touchstone as a Law Dictionary, 


Ir 1s somewhat singular that the great common law writers of 
the seventeenth century are much more frequently 
Chancery Division than in the King’s Bench Division. 
of course, due to the fact that Coke on Littleton, Sheppard’s 
Touchstone, &c., are more frequently cited in real property 
cases, and these are now more tly decided fi equity 
than the common law j Mr. Justice Rrotey has recently, 
however, paid a tribute to the excellence of the Touchstone in g 
passage which is worth quoting in full ( Metropolitan Water Board 
v. Paine, 1907, 1K. B., at p. 297): ‘ The strict rr 
of the word ‘ ises’ is simply that which comes before; the 
praemissa of the document or which includes that word, _ 
find in Sheppard’s Touchstone (7th ed.), p..74 #¢ seg., 8 book o 
greater authority than either of the law : have. 
quoted [¢.¢., Sweet’s Law Dictionary and Wh ‘s Law Lexicon 
(it has the names of two of the most eminent lawyers 
and previous times on the title- and has constantly been 
accepted by the courts as an authority), the word ‘ premises’ 
treated as having this meaning only. There is a 
chapter defining ‘land,’ ‘ hereditaments,’ 
which occurs in a grant, but there is not one sy 
word ‘ premises’ as an operative word : 





think that the word ‘premises’ in its strict and primary 





ae = § Sn), 


fol. 51.] 239. 


240 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 












does not mean ‘land,’ nor does it mean anything except that 
which goes before.” 


Certificate as to Particulars of Objections in 
Actions for Infringement of Patent. 

By sxction 29 of the Patent Act, 1883, “‘in an action for 
infringement of a patent,” a defendant who disputes the validity 
of the patent must deliver particulars of his objections to 
validity, and no evidence is admissible in proof of any objection 
not included in such particulars, and the section further provides 
that no costs are to be allowed in respect of any particulars 
unless the same are certified by the judge. Curiously enough, 
it seems often to be forgotten that these provisions apply only 
to actions for infringement, and are not operative in the case of any 
other action or legal proceeding. Itis true that section 26 of the 
Act provides that, in the case of a petition for revocation, the 
plaintiff must deliver particulars of the objections to the 

tent on which he means to rely, and that no evidence 
is, except by leave, to be admitted in proof of any objection 
not included in the particulars, but that section contains 
no provision as to a certificate or costs like that contained 
in section 29. Consequently, in a petition for revocation, the 
court cannot give a certificate, and the costs of such a petition 
are taxed as in any ordinary case: see Waterhouse’s Patent 
(23 BR. P. CO, at p. 64). Wedraw attention to this because of a 
case, which we believe is unreported, tried in the Chancery 
Division shortly before Christmas. It was an action to recover 
royalties for working a patent invention under a certain agree- 
ment.. One of the grounds of defence set up was the invalidity 
of the patent, and particulars of objections were set out in the 
defence. The invalidity of the patent was admitted at the 
commencement of the trial. Judgment was given for the 
defendant. The defendant’s counsel thereupon applied for a 
cértifieate as to the particulars of objections, and after con- 
siderable discussion -the learned judge granted a certificate as to 
some of the particulars. As this was not an action for infringe- 
ment, it is obvious that no certificate could properly have been 
granted, and that the costs of the action were taxable in the 
ordinary way. What view the taxing-master took when the 
costs came before him for taxation it would be interesting to 
know. He ought, it would seem, to have treated the certificate 
as surplusage and taxed on the ordinary basis. 


Obtaining Credit Under False Pretences., 


A casz which a few days ago came before the Court for 
Crown Cases Reserved has some bearing on the law of 
imprisonment for debt. The prisoner was charged with 
obtaining credit by means of fraud, the facts being that he 
had engaged lodgings for himself, his wife, and three children, 
and gone away without paying his bill. He had stated 
when he took the lodgings that he wanted them until he could 
find a suitable house, and evidence was tendered to shew that 
he was then without means, and that he had previously left 
other lodgings without paying his bill. Objection was made to 
the admissibility of this evidence, but the objection was over 
ruled, and the prisoner sentenced to a term of imprisonment. 
The court considered that the evidence was admissible and 
affirmed the conviction. The matter admitted of no doubt, as the 
evidence tended to shew that the conduct of the prisoner was 
not inadvertent or accidental, but was part of a systematic 
fraud, and Rez v. Wyait (1904, 1 K. B. 188) was a conclusive 
authority in point. But the case is useful as shewing that since 
the Debtors Act, 1869, s. 13, the way of fraudulent debtors is 
hard. That section punishes with imprisonment any person who, 
in incurring a debt or liability, has obtained credit under false 
pretences, “7 means of any other fraud. The net is a very 
wide one. e are assured that at one time in the lives of 
persons still living it was possible to live by credit, the debtor 
moving from one district to another when his insolvency became 
notorious. We are happy to think that such proceedings are no 
longer regarded with good humour or tolerance, and that 
English law and public opinion are in favour of the man who 
pays his way. 

** Habitual Drunkard.” 


Art THE recent Quarter Sessions for the West Riding of York- 
shire an interesting point was taken by counsel defending a 


— charged with an offence under section 2 of the 
nebriates Act, 1898. It is of the essence of an offence under 
this section that the prisoner should not only have been con- 


| victed summarily at least three times within the last twelve 


months of offences mentioned in the schedule, but should also be 
an habitual drunkatd. It was on this question that the point 
arose. For a definition of ‘‘ habitual drunkard” it is necessary 
to refer to sub-section 3 of the Inebriates Act, 1879. ‘‘ Habitual 
drunkard’ means a person who, not being amenable to any 
jurisdiction in lunacy, is notwithstanding, by reason of habitual 
intemperate drinking of intoxicating liquor, at times dangerous 
to himself or herself or to others, or incapable of managing him- 
self or herself and his or her affairs.” 1t was proved in evidence 
in the case under notice that the prisoner had undoubtedly 
been at times dangerous, and had also been incapable of 
managing himself and his affairs. But it was elicited by counsel 
for the defence that he had never been either dangerous or 
incapable except at those times when he was under the direct 
influence of intoxicating liquor, or, in other words, when he was 
actually drunk. Counsel, therefore, contended that the prisoner 
could not be convicted under the section. He argued that to 
come within the section a man must by his intemperate habits 
bring himself into such a condition that’ he is dangerous, or 
incapable of managing himself and his affairs, at other times 
than those when he is actually drunk, Every man who gets drunk, 


as long as he remains drunk, may be said to be both dangerous - 


and incapable of managing himself and his affairs; and if 
nothing more than this is required by the statute a con- 
viction could be obtained by the mere proving of the necessary 
number of convictions, and the words relating to an habitual 
drunkard would be surplusage, for the proof of drunkenness 
would by itself imply both the danger and the incapacity. It is 
somewhat surprising that, so far as we are aware, the point has 
never yet been. decided in a reported case, as it is one that goes 
to the root of the question of habitual drunkenness, though we 
believe it has been held that the words “at times” apply both 
to danger and incapacity. The question is, What are the 
limits of the “times”? The justices, with some hesitation, 
convicted the prisoner, and we understand that a case is to be 
stated. 


The Reputed Ownership Clause. 

Ir 1s A familiar feature of the bankruptcy law that the 
property of a bankrupt divisible among his creditors includes 
goods in his reputed ownership—that is, goods which were at 
the commencement of the bankruptcy in the possession, order, 
or disposition of the bankrupt in his trade and business, with 
the consent of the true owner, under such circumstances that he 
is the reputed owner thereof. In numerous cases the owners 
of goods have lost their goods owing to the operation of this 
provision, but it does not seem to have been hitherto determined 
whether this circumstance gave them any claim against the 
bankrupt’s estate. An attempt to set up such a claim has been 
made in Re Button (ante, p. 212), but without success. There the 
banokruptfiled bis own petition, having at the time some £700 worth 
of goods in his reputed ownership, which were adjudged to pass to 
the trustee. It was argued that the bankrupt had, by filing 
his own petition, wrongfully determined a contract of bailment, 
and that the damages thence arising constituted a liability which 
could be proved in the bankruptcy under section 37 of the 
Bankruptey Act, 1883. Some colour is lent to the argument by 
the avalogous case in the law of distress, where the goods of a 
stranger have been seized by the landlord. Since the goods 
have gone in payment of the tenant’s debt, the owner is 
entitled to be indemnified by thetenant: Hdmunds v. Wallingford 
(14 Q. B. D. 811). The cases, however, are not parallel, for 
if there were the right of proof in bankruptcy under the 
above circumstances, it would be at the expense, not of the bank- 
rupt, but of his other creditors, and since the statute has added 
these goods to the fund for payment of their debts it can scarcely 
be sup that the fund was at the same time to be made liable 
to a claim for loss of the goods. Bienam, J., who decided 
against the claim, took substantially the same ground when he 
pointed out that the owner of the goods had lost them, not 
through any breach of contract or obligation on the part of the 





bankrupt, but solely by virtue of the operation of the statute: 


Feb. 9, 1907. : 








eae 






acti 
this 


the 
per 
and 
has 
are 


dist 
in 

kin 
a ge 
emy 
toge 
fore 


reas 


The 
the 


mis¢ 
to pi 
com: 
even 
such 
the | 


likel 
no d 


have 
for 
awal 









16 
Bs 
at 

’ 
th 
16 
r3 
od 


16 


18 
th 
to 














. 





l'eb. 9, 1907. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 51.] 247 
— _ 





Restitution of Proceeds of Sale of Goods Obtained 
by False Pretences. 

A ourtous point arose a few days ago in the Central Criminal 
Court on an application by the prosecutor for the restitution of 
the proceeds of goods obtained from him by false pretences. 
The prisoner had obtained furs to the amount of £639 from the 
prosecutor, a wholesale fur merchant. An application was made 
after he had been convicted for an order for restitution. This 
application was opposed by the trustee under the prisoner's bank- 
ruptcy, on the ground that there were other creditors from whom 
the prisoner had obtained goods, and that the effect of an order of 
restitution would be to give one creditor an unfair preference over 
others. The law as to the restitution of the proceeds of stolen 
property goes back to 21 Hen. 8, ¢. 11, which enacts that if 
any felon be found guilty of robbing money, goods, or chattels 
from any of the King’s subjects the justices before whom he is 
found guilty shall have power to order a writ of restitution. It 
was held under this section that where the thief had sold the 
goods the prosecutor should have restitution of the money; and 
again, where the thief had taken gold and changed it into silver, 
restitution was granted of the silver. The law applicable to the 
present case is contained in the Larceny Act, 1861, s. 100, and 
the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, s. 24, and although the sections 
are somewhat ambiguous, the better opinion appears to be that, 
where goods have been obtained by false pretences, and the 
person defrauded has disaffirmed the transaction, an order for 
restitution of the goods or the proceeds may be made. His 
Honour Judge Renrovt, after consulting the Recorder and the 
Common Serjeant, overruled the objection taken by the trustee 
in bankruptcy, and held that, inasmuch as the prisoner had 
admitted that money in his possession was the proceeds of the 
sale of the prosecutor’s furs, the order might “a made. The 
effect of this decision was certainly to give to the prosecutor 
the privileges of a secured creditor in bankruptcy. 


Damages by Riot. 


Aw action of avery uncommon kind was heard this week in 
a London county court, It was a claim against the Receiver of 
Metropolitan Police for damages to property by riot. Such an 
action may be brought under the Riot (Damages) Act, 1886, but 
this was apparently the first time that anyone in London had 
taken advantage of the Act. By common law the inhabitants of 
the hundred are liable to pay compensation to the owner of pro- 
perty within the hundred which is damaged by persons riotously 
and tumultously assembled together. “The hundred, however, 
has, for practical purposes, ceased in England to be a recognized 
area, and accordingly this Act transfers the liability to make 
compensation for damages by riot to the police authority of the 
district within which the damage was committed. In the case 
in question the riot seems to have been of a somewhat mild 
kind. In fact, ‘‘ riot” is a rather formidable word to apply to 
a gang of seven or eight boys who mob down a wall outside an 
empty house. Still, they committed this damage; they met 
together to carry out a criminal common purpose by open 
force ; and if they carried out their object “in such a manner 
as to give firm and courageous persons in the neighbourhood 
reasonable grounds to apprehend a breach of the peace” (to 
use Sir James Sreren’s words), they were clearly guilty of riot. 
The defence was set up that there was no felonious intent on 
the part of the boys, and that their act was not done to the 
terror of his Majesty’s subjects. But such a defence shews a 
misconception of what riot means. It is by no means necessary 
to prove that the assembly of persons accused of riot intended to 
commit a felony. Indeed, the object of the assemb need not 
even be criminal. For, to carry out even a lawful object in 
such a manner as to give grounds for apprehending a breach of 
the peace renders the persons assembled guilty of riot. In this 
case the judge found as a fact that the boys acted in a way 
likely to create terror in his Majesty’s subjects, and as there was 
no doubt that they had assembled with a common unlawful object, 
and had actually carried out that object, a case of riot seems to 


have been fully proved. At any rate the plaintiff gotj t 
for the whole amount claimed—namely, £3 ar an 


awarded costs on the higher scale, on the ground that it was a 
matter of public interest. It remains to be seen whether an 





appeal will succeed, and whether the High Mourt will think there ° 


was any evidence that the boys acted to the terror of his 


Majesty’s subj or even so as to raise apprehension of 
i nea, teonsh of Metpeags in the minds of «fea and —{ 


laint:ff’s example will be frequently followed by persons 
- those parts of London ba ‘patronised by the ** hooligan ” 
peor and much damaged property will be paid for by 
public. 


Proof of Damage in Action for Libel. 


Some oBsERvATIons made by Daruina, J., on the trial of the 
unsuccessful action in which the intiff, an actress, contended 
that the publication and sale by the defendant of bel hove 
representing her as wearing only a nightdress — oe have 
© learned ju 
upon the jury the fact that, the action being for libel, the 
plaintiff had given no ft whatever that she had sustained 
any damage by the publication without her consent of the photo- 
graphs in question. The American case of Roberson v. Rochester 
Folding Box Co. (1901, 64 os App. Div. (New York) ), though it 
turned rather upon the remedy by injunction than <~ that by 
action of libel, is not without bearing on the recent English case. 
A young woman, pho ed likenesses of whom, bearing the 
words “ Flour of the Family,” were without her consent printed 
and used by a flour-milling company to advertise its goods, 
alleged by her pleading that, in consequence of the circulation 
of such lithogra his, her good mame had been attacked, and she had 
been humiliated and made ill and- had been obliged to 
a physician, and she was held entitled to an injunction to restrain 
the use of the lithographs and to recover the damages 
by her. The court in their judgment say: “It is an estab- 
lished principle of the common law that the m and 
of every man is inviolate—that neither be interfered 
in any way without his consent. For any such unlawful inter- 
ference, however slight, an action will lie, and the plaintiff 
is entitled to recover though they may be but nominal 
in their amount.” So far as personal rights are concerned the 
rule is based upon the principle that ah ron has a com- 
lete and perfect right of indemnity from all interference with 
himself, or, as succinctly stated by Judge Ooorsr, he has the 
right to be let alone. The a is that the right of 
protection to the should be complete and and 
that no one should be allowed to do any act which interferes, or 
threatens to interfere, with the physical comfort or safety, or 
which attacks the reputation or character, of any m and 
thereby affects injuriously his feeli or subjects him to 
humiliation or disgrace.” It will be o that the right to 
maintain an action, even — no substantial damage is proved, 
is asserted throughout this judgment. 


Administrative Duties under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act. 


Cravsz 5 in the first schedule to the Workmen’s Oom- 
pensation Act, 1896, which enacts that the compensation in 
case of death shall, unless otherwise ordered, be paid into the 
county court, and any sum so paid into court shall, subject to ~ 
rules of court and the provisions of the schedule, be invested, 


g 


been the subject of some criticism. 


i 


entitled thereto under the Act, has 
duties on the county court, the 
recently been described by his Honour J 
Manchester County Oourt, in. a pamphlet wri 
“We have,” says the j 

than 325 widows and children, and a sum of over £9,000 in 
court, which it is my duty to see, to the best of my a is 
applied to their benefit. Upon the death accident of a 
workmen the Mener poe ie ert, aot: Cnenes 

to 


made out, which have sanctioned by the j pee | 
with the money and apportion it between the ~ 
children. Ths Sagnenite So, of ovmus, Somn.in Comins 

every effort is to put them in the way of the best 
use of the money. The miscellaneous matters we are 


the advisability of purchasing a newspaper or a sweet a 
or 


BEG (ay Ey 


into the hospital. I do not 





ploy lal 
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tions to advise on these points, and, now the numbers are 
becoming so large, I think that if the best is to be done for these 
poor people there should be some kind of inquiry office attached 
to the court, or, better still, the court should work with the 
assistance of some well-equipped charitable body whose agents 
could make inquiries and report. If the state would 
allow a small sum to be paid to some charitable inquiry agency 
to be chosen by the judge, I think more might be done for the 
benefit of these widows and children, and their money laid out 
to better advantage.” These observations shew the urgent need 
of legislative assistance. The existing staff of the county courts, 
the registrar, or deputy registrar, and the high bailiff and 
deputy high bailiff, are not selected or appointed with 

’ regard to their capacity for important and responsible duties 
such as those above described. We are far from saying that 
it is an easy matter to discover persons who by intelligence, 
training, and experience are competent to advise young people 
in any rank of life as to their choice of a calling and the 
education necessary to qualify them for it. But it is clear that 
something can be done, and we sincerely hope that the judge’s 
wish for the necessary machinery to enable him to do the 
maximum of good to the poor people whose affairs he has to 
manage may not be disregarded. 


Power of Crown to Release on Bail a Prisoner 
who has Not Served His Sentence. 

Or a casz which has for some days occupied much space in 
the newspaper press we need only say that a young man was 
tried and convicted at the Middlesex Sessions in November last 
and sentenced to a term of imprisonment. A young woman, 
one of the principal witnesses for the prosecution, afterwards 
made a statement to the effect that her evidence was untrue and 
was given for the purpose of shielding another man. She was 
then arrested on a charge of perjury, and strong sympathy was 
expressed for the young man who had been convicted, several 
of those whose letters were published in the newspapers insisting 
that he ought at any rate to be discharged on bail until the 
doubts as to his guilt could be cleared up. An application 
for his discharge was indeed made to one of the London 
police magistrates, who of course had no power in the 
matter. The Crown has undoubtedly power to pardon the 
crime of which an offender has been convicted, and to 
absolve him from the punishment which has been imposed upon 
him ; but doubts appear to have been raised whether, apart from 
a of a pardon, either free or subject to lawful conditions, the 

yal prerogative extends to the release on bail of a person who 
has not served the sentence which has been imposed upon him by a 
competent court. We have been unable to find any authority 
exactly in point, and we cannot see any material objection to the 
existence of such a power. It may be remembered that in the early 
history. of New South Wales, when a Crown colony, it was the 
custom to grant the convicts tickets of leave and even to assign 
them to particular colonists as labourers or servants. At a still 
earlier period convicts were allowed to work out part of their 
sentence by joining the army. In these cases the offence was 
- not pardoned, but the door of the prison was opened and the 
prisoner allowed to enjoy a certain degree of liberty, though he 
might still be considered to be in the custody of the law. 








Sales by Auction. 
i, 


Tere are numerous decisions which shew the risk of litigation 
which an auctioneer runs in the exercise of his business, but the 
recent case of McManus v. Fortescue (reported elsewhere), before 
the Court of Appeal (Cottins, M.R., and Cozzys-Harpy and 
Movtron, L.JJ.) shews that he can successfully avoid the conse- 
quences of a mistake as to the reserve price, provided the sale 
has ‘been expressly declared to be subject to the reserve price 
being reached. The position of the auctioneer as agent both 
for the: vendor and for the highest bidder was stated by 
Rowrr, J., in Sims v. Landray (42 W. R. 621; 1894, 2 Ch. ie 
It is now settled, he said, beyond dispute that where on a sale 


public auction the property is knocked down by the auctioneer 
to the highest bidder, the auctioneer is the agent not only of 





the vendor, but also of the purchaser, the highest bidder, and 
that he is the purchaser’s agent clearly to the extent of being 
entitled to sign, on the purchaser’s behalf, a memorandum 


of the contract sufficient to satisfy the provisions of the 


Statute of Frauds.” In the case in which the rule was 
thus stated the necessary memorandum had been signed by the 
auctioneer’s clerk on behalf of the defendant, who was the highest 
bidder, and the defendant sought, though unsuccessfully, to 
repudiate the contract. But it may be that, although a person 
by making the highest bid has constituted the auctioneer his 
agent to sign the memorandum, yet the auctioneer declines to 
do so, and so prevents the contract from becoming enforceable. 
In this case the question arises whether the highest bidder has 
any remedy against the auctioneer. 

‘The case of the auctioneer putting up the property for sale 
without reserve, and then declining to recognize the highest 
bond fide bidder as the purchaser, was discussed in Warlow v. 
Harrison (8 W. R. 95, 1 E. & E. 309). There a horse 
was put up to auction by the defendant in accord- 
ance with an advertisement that the sale would be without 
reserve. The plaintiff attended the sale and bid sixty 
guineas, whereupon another person immediately bid sixty- 
one guineas. The plaintiff, being informed that this last bidder 
was the owner, declined to bid further, and the horse was 
knocked down to the owner for sixty-one guineas. The plaintiff, 
claimed delivery of the horse to himself as the highest bidder, 
the owner being excluded by the fact that the sale was without 
reserve, and, on delivery being refused, he brought the action 
against the auctionéer for breach of duty in not completing the 
contract on his behalf. 

Upon the claim as thus presented he failed; but the 
Exchequer Chamber were unanimous that he would be entitled 
to redress if his claim were framed differently, and leave to amend 
was given. The plaintiff was not in fact the highest bidder, 
and hence the auctioneer was not liable for not having 
treated him as such; but the acceptance of a higher bid 
from the owner was a breach of the contract between the 
auctioneer and the bidder that the sale was to be without 
reserve. A sale without reserve means, said Martin, B., that 
neither the vendor, nor any person on his behalf, shall bid at the 
auction, and that the property shall be sold to the highest 
bidder, whether the sum bid is equivalent to the real value 
or not. And upon the principle of the cases in which rewards 
have been offered by advertisement, he considered that the 
highest bond fide bidder at an auction might sue the auctioneer, 
who accepted a bid on behalf of the owner, as upon a contract 
that the sale should be without reserve. ‘‘ We think,” he said 
in a judgment in which Watson and Brus, BB., concurred, 
‘‘the auctioneer who puts the property up for sale on such a 
condition pledges himself that the sale shall be without reserve ; 
or, in other words, contracts that it shall be sold, and that this 
contract is made with the highest bond fide bidder, and, in the case 
of a breach of it, that he has a right of action against the 
auctioneer.” Wutixs, J., and Bramwett, B., preferred to put 
their judgment, not upon the ground that the auctioneer had 
committed a breach of contract in accepting the owner’s bid, 
when the sale was advertised to be without reserve, but upon 
the ground that the auctioneer had undertaken that he 
authority to sell without reserve, when in fact he had not; that 
the action, in other words, should be for breach of warranty of 
authority. But on either view the plaintiff had his remedy. 
Where, however, the sale is stated to be subject to a reserve 
price, other considerations, as McManus v. Fortescue (supra) 
shews, arise, but with these we must deal next week. 


(Zo be continued.) 








The twenty-fifth meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Committee 
was held on the 30th ult., at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir Mackenzie 
(the chairman) presiding. Evidence was given by Mr. Spencer Phillips, 
Chairman of Lloyd’s Bank ( Limited) an t of the Institute of 
Bankers, pee ae in relation to the question of an extension of the 
system of compulsory registration of mercantile instruments, such as 

assignments of book debts and agreements for the purchase of 
things on the hire-purchase system. The committee also discussed their 
future procedure and evidence, and decided to take evidence as to the 
prevailing in other countries upon the matters on which 

the has to report. 
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National Law in the United States. 


Tue Constitution of the United States of America attracts more 
attention in England than, say, even twenty-five years ago, and 
will continue to attract more and more attention as time goes 
on, The race-colour question grows constantly acuter year by 
year, and at this moment the Federal Government is taking 
steps to ascertain what are its constitutional rights to enforce 
in the State of Oalifornia treaty rights given by the 
nation to Japan. The American scheme of union has 
deliberately taken as a pattern in Australia, rather than the 
Canadian scheme. As the time draws near for South Africa to 
frame for herself a scheme of union, the main features of the 
American Constitution, and resemblances and differences in the 
other federal constitutions of the world, will become known 
better and better, and generally attract more public attention. 
The British Empire, indeed, as a whole presents problems which 
are becoming increasingly urgent, and the solution of which will 
be made easier by some understanding of the United States 
Constitution. 

A book recently published by Mr. Henpeiox, of the New 
York bar,* although valuable and interesting rather for the 
suggestions contained in it, and the references to and quotations 
from judgments and works of text-writers, than for the conclusions 
of the author or his manner of arriving at those conclusions, 
clearly shews the salient features of the American Constitution, 
and the most pressing difficulties resulting from the federal form 
of constitution, whilst the singular clash between State and 
Federation in the business world, the field of practical litigation, 
and the opinions of authorities on constitutional law, is often 
presented in a strikingly apt manher. 

The English reader, before looking seriously into this or any 
other book dealing with American constitutional law—and 

erhaps one may say the same of almost any book on American 
Sie A do well to remember Professor Dicgy’s remarks on 
the difference between the constitutions of the United Kingdom 
and the United States: ‘‘The one fundamental dogma of 
English constitutional law is the absolute legislative sovereignty 
or despotism of the King in Parliament. But this dogma is 
incompatible with the existence of a fundamental compact, the 


provisions of which control every authority existing under | P° 


the constitution. Neither the President of the United 
States, nor the Houses of Congress, nor the Governor of 
Massachusetts, can legally exercise a single power which is 
inconsistent with the Articles of the Constitution. This doctrine 
of the Constitution is familiar to every American, but ia 
England even trained lawyers find a difficulty in following it 
out to its legitimate consequences :”’ Dicey’s Law of the Oonsti- 
tution (6th ed., 1902), pp. 140, 141. The passage is partially 
quoted by Mr. Hznpriox on p. 68, and he dissents from Pro- 
fessor Dicey’s views. ‘‘The nation,” he gays (p. 67), “has a 
deeper source of power than the States. This is only half seen 
by Diet ”; and, on p. 68, he contends that Professor Dicey 
has “‘ failed to see that distinction pointed out by Wessrzer when 
he said that the Constitution was an executed contract to be a 
nation. The United States was from its inception not a Govern- 
ment of Federal {? Federated] States, as Droszy leaves it to be 
supposed, but an executed federation into which all were 
received as into a greater paramount State— the Nation.” 
There are, in fact, two current views as to the proper theory of 
the United States Constitution, and the above criticism on 
Professor Dicey’s observations clearly indicates the leaning of 
Mr. Henprick towards the “ National,” as contrasted with the 
“ State,” theory. 

According to the conservative view, ‘‘the unit of sovereignty 
is the State, which is a body politic,” whilst the Constitation of 
the United States is a compact between these sovereign units 
yeh eed rs making a Federal nly aaueeds the Ligeia 

e Fede vernment possessing 0 an 
the residuum of powers not so delegated being pe aloha the 
State Governments. According to the more advanced view, 
‘‘the Union is iteelf the unit of sovereignty, of which the 





States are subordinate parts, to which powers belong 
ee eae te Repiate Capentions pe peg dy of the Existence, 
eben Tid ben P Petemebean ee ee eee en ee 





under the Constitution of the United States, while the main 
powers belong to the National Government ” | aes It is to 
the support of this latter, or advanced, view all the argu- 
ments of Mr. Heyprick are directed throughout his book, 
Many of the social and political problems in the United "States 
are now of immense and pressing practical importance, and 
Mr. Henprick may perhaps be taken as a typical .repre- 
sentative of the school which considers that it is only by 
means of the development and application of the federal 
power, rather than of the power of the individual States, that 
these problems can be grappled with successfully. This 
proposition, certainly, if put in this general way, should com- 
mand the assent of most thinkin ing lawyers. As to whether the | 
federal power is, under the Constitution as it now exists, sufficient 
to grapple even with the most pressing of to-day’s problems, 
opinions may reasonably differ. The “ general intention” of 
r. Hzsprick’s book is to shew the desirability of federal power 
being incontestably supreme, whilst the “ particular intention” 
is to shew that one definite and concrete problem—the control 
of inter-State commerce, as conducted by State corporations — 
can be grappled with under the existing law by the federal 
power, and that, without any formal amendment of the Oon- 
stitution, the federal power can be considerably extended in 
area and increased in strength. The leading idea throughout 
the book is that enough has not been made of the “‘ unwritten” 
art of the Constitution, and that the “common law” of the 
Dnited States as a whole—the law administered by the Federal, 
as distinct from the State, courts—is even now capable of 
infinite expansion and development. The author sums up his 
aims thus (at p. vii. of the ante-preface): ‘‘We'can em 
from the chaos of legislative sciolism only through the efforts 
of an industrious, independent, and courageous judiciary, and 
by the return of the American bar from the hopeless study of 
the conflict of State law to the development of a truly national 
American jurisprudence.” sie 
The reason why the question of controlling inter-State com- 
merce, when carried on by corporations, raises such acute 
Constitutional and other legal difficulties is that, although by the 
Constitution control of inter-State commerce is one of the powers 
expressly conferred on the Federal Government, no express 
wer is conferred on the islature to create corporations —or 
bodies of persons, whichever expression be 
preferred. All ordinary corporations are incorporated in, and 
are consequently under the jurisdiction of, some one or more of 
the individual States. The written Constitution does not purport 
to confer upon the States, any more than upon the United States 
as a whole, any power to create or grant charters to corpora- 
tions, and any State Acts authorizing incorporation rest for their 
legislative authority on the common law, as it existed before 
the Declaration of I on ee The = whether the 
Federal Legislature can legally an Act permitting inoor- 
poration of bodies which would then become directly subject 
to the law as administered in the Federal courts, instead 
of being normally subject to the jurisdiction of a State 
court, and only occasionally amenable to the Federal courts— 
this question obviously goes to the very root of the theory as 
to the relation between State and Federation, the theory of the 
true nature of a corporation, and the theory of the original rights 
of the individual Btates as these existed before the Federal 
Constitution was erected. All these matters'are the subject of 
discussion in Mr. Hexpatox’s book, and throughout the whole— 
except the details directly concerned with semdiating the rates 
to be charged for services—the English lawyer will find 
i rey and analogies more or less interesting. : 
hapter L, entitled “ Historical Introduction—The Unwritten 
Constitution,’ and IIL., relating to municipal corpor- 
ations, remind us of the fact that the history of ish law is 
quite as ooteead ees in cases of dithe 
in England, and municipal corporations existed before the 
States, many towns not being formally incorporated until 1785. 
Many extracts are given from Pollock and Maitland’s History of’ 
English Law, and lint Seema fh pent oon gyasens 3. 
shown in the quotation—“ Above the king is the 
of all communities, the university of the realm.” 1 on 
ions in general, the theory which regards 
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merely legal fiction, adopted solely for the sake of convenience, 
is that which recommends itself to Mr. Hznpricx. This 
‘‘ fiction ” theory is probably held more widely in America than 
in England. Lawyers who may venture to doubt the “ fiction” 
theory can afford to smile at the desperate efforts occasionally 
made by its advocates to preserve some sort of consistency in 
law and logic. 

The question of the exact limit to which unification has been 
carried in the United States Constitution is naturally of purely 
academic interest in England. But there is one aspect of the 

uestion from which a political lesson might be learned. 

niformity of law is one of the crying wants in the United 
States, and it seems now to be admitted that it would have 
been far better, as tending to unification, had there existed 
in the United States a court of final appeal from the Supreme 
Courts of the States on all matters within the jurisdiction 
of the State courts. As it is, on matters entirely within 
State jurisdiction the decisions of the highest courts in two 
States may be absolutely inconsistent. A danger, similar 
in kind, if not in degree, exists in the British Empire by 
reason of the House of Lords being the final appeal court for 
England, Scotland, and Ireland, whilst the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council is the final court for the rest of the empire. 
That practical divergence is no greater is only due to the fact 
that the two courts have to some extent a common membership. 

Finally, we may note that the extension and development of 
the jurisdiction of the Federal courts should prove of greater 
service as time goes on in furnishing the English courts with 
workable principles in the administration of law and equity 
concurrently. The system introduced here only in 1875 has 
from the first been part of the staple of the legal system of the 
United States courts, for under the Constitution they must 
administer equity concurrently with common law, and that 
equity was the equity of the Court of Chancery in the eighteenth 
centur ’. 


The Late Mr. John Dickinson, of 


Liverpool. 
[BY ONE WHO KNEW HIM WELL. ] 


IT was to one who had completed his fiftieth year of faithful service 
to Messrs. Hill, Dickinson, & Co. that I first char.ced to speak after I 
heard of Mr. JoHN Dickinson's death last Monday week. For 
more than thirty years they had worked together, and I can never 
forget how he tried to tell me what the loss of such a friend would 
mean to him. There are some of us who think of such a relationship 
only as that of master and servant ; but there was no such relationsbip 
known to Joun Dickmyson. To work with him was to work for love 
of him. I recall what Eowiy Frevp wrote tw his friend CraBBEe RoBIN- 
son when one hundred clerks presented him with the portrait that 
now hangs, I think, in the Law Society’s Hall: ‘‘ Congratulate me; a 
hundred of my old clerks have subscribed to have my portrait painted : 
men I have ty rannized over, bullied, taken the praise from, which they 
really had earned; who knew every bit of humbug in me—regard 
from such a body is worth having.’’ And when he thanked them he 
said, ‘*‘ Thanks to you, my good friends, and to your exertions, it has 
been my fortune to sail rarely without a first-rate crew, aad many is 
the littie bit of praise I have got which really ought to have been 
yours. Thanks to you for more than this. The rest of my voyage 
can’t be long, and the expressions of regard you have just 
made will enable we to bear up and steer right onward through 
ualls and vexstions with better heart than I could otherwise have 
had.” JouN DickrNson would have thought and said the same. 

He and I pa+sed our final examination at the same time, and our 
yo ingame tons ape boo tengo fate As each of the thirty years passed 
over our since that time, I seemed to learn more and more of 
the nobility and purity of his character. We have been constantly 
pie oy pee opposing interests. If he fought, he fought strenuously ; 
but it was always fair fighting, for he was utterly incapable of mean- 
ness of any sort, and I believe he never fought a case'that could, in 
the best interests of the parties to it, be settled otherwise. He was 
always et ca cee eS Se See, see be 
similar treatmeut from others. He was most implicitly trusted by his 
opponents, and he was ready to trust them. I think he would Lise 
regarded s stipulation that an interview should be considered “ with - 
out prejudice” as almost an insult ; it was all “ without prejudice,” 
unless we agreed otherwise. He had charge of work which involved 

important issues as ever arise in mercantile on their 








ecale. I well know that they cost him anxious days and nights ; 


i 





but however heavy a load of care he was bearing, I never knew him to 
be in a fuss, or to be in a hurry, or to say or write an word 


He was deeply interested in that concerned his pro- 
fession, and he filled the office — of the Liverpool Law 
Society with i s ability. would, of course, have shewn 
the same ability in public life outside his profession, but he never 
could bring himself to enter it. I am sure that the thought of asking 
anyone for a vote would have been utterly abhorrent to him. I often 
wished, for the sake of Liverpool, and probably of the country, that 
he had been in this less modest. 2 

Outside his profession his interest was in country life, and I 
believe he was as excellent in sport as he was in the practice 
of his profession. His strength iu all sorte of ways seemed 
colossal; he could work incessantly without talking of over- 
work; he could be thrown badly from his horse, or mixed up 
with tramway wheels, and his friends would have known naling 
about it except from the bandages he had to wear. He 
before he was sixty, almost in an instant, without, so far as I know, 
warning, while he was dictating letters to his secretary. To most of 
his friends of his own , and even much younger, it might have 
seemed almost incredible that they should find themselves survivors ; 
but it was to be otherwise. and we, those who knew him best, will 
think that death came to him as he would himself have wished. 

The loss to the members of his profession is great, but his life and 
example should make noble living easier for each of us, and make us 
more than ever determined to leave nothing undone that may tend to 
the ennoblement of the profession to which we belong. 

The great attendance at the memorial service held in St. Nicholas 
Church, in Li of men in the foremost ranks of the legal, 
shipping, and mercantile life of that city was a most 
testimony to the esteem in which Jounw Dickinson was held. 








Reviews. 


Parliamentary and Municipal Registration. 


A Dicgst oF PARLIAMENTARY AND MUNICIPAL REGISTRATION 
Cases, CONTAINING AN ABSTRACT OF CasEs DECIDED ON APPEAL 
FROM THE DECISIONS OF REVISING BARRISTERS DURING THE 
Pgriop Commencine 1843. By the late J. J. H. Sauvt, Barrister- 
at-Law. FourtH EpIrion. 4 THEOBALD MaTHEW, Barrister- 
at-Law. Butterworth & Co.; w & Sons. 

When a point of law is raised in the court of a revising barrister, it 
generally happens that authorities are quite out of reach ; and as the 
matter cannot often be allowed to stand over, the barrister has usually 
to “‘ go it blind,” and decide as best he can. This little book, how- 
ever, supplies to a very great extent the want of an available law 
library. It contains a short report of almost every case of any 
importance decided on appeal from revising barristers since the 
passing of the Parliamentary Registration Act, 1843, 

The new edition is a great improvement bat see de — 
especially in arrangement. There are a very num cases 
ina one 4 book, therefore the reports are necessarily condensed. In 
almost every case, however, the real point of the decision is accurately 
stated. The book has proved useful in the past, and certainly ought 
to be even more useful in the future, to registration agents and all 
concerned in registration work. As to the revising barrister, we 
cannot imagine any gentleman going into the wilds of the provinces 
to hold his courts without a copy of the book in his bag. 





Licensing Law. 


THe Law oF LICENSING, AFFECTING THE SALE OF INTOXICATING 
Liquors, AND THEATRES, Music anp Dancing HALLS, AND 
BILLIARD-RooMS. By J. B. B. MacManon, Barrister-at-Law. 
Effiogham Wilson. 

The law of licensing seems to have an irresistible attraction for 
writers of text-books, and here we have yet another to be added to 
the already lovg list of similar works. The author announces that 
this work is on # new plan, but-we fail to see anything very novel in 
its arrangement. Nevertheless, it is a well arranged and carefully 
written book ; and we have little doubt that those practitioners who 
ad ag ge tae ani bony rena by 2 a they will have little 
difficulty in obtaining from ite pages information on any ordinary 
point likely to arise. [ts usefulness would certainly have been 
increased if the statutes had been set out verbatim, but probably 
was thought that this would unduly increase the size of the volume. 





Medical Jurisprudence. 

A Hawypzsoox or Lecat Mzpicivz. INTENDED FOR THE USE OF 
THe LecaL Prorsssion. By Witi14M SELLARS, M D , Barrister- 
at-Law. Manchester University Press. 

This little book Goes not profess to be » rival of Taylor's Medical 
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Jurisprudence or other comprehensive text-book, but we believe it 
will turn out to be of the greatest possible use to members of the 
legal profession who have to deal with ical and medical questions. 
It cannot take the place of the larger works, but it gives a good deal 
of elementary information which is not to be f in those works 
because the reader is presumed to have the knowledge. This pre- 
sumption is ill-founded in many cases; and we venture to say that 
the average member of the bar who sits down to read the proof of 
a medical witness, in (say) a stabbing case, will feel a little uncertain 
of the exact position in the human body of the carotid artery. This 
book does not assume knowledge of such little matters, but gives it 
to us, and we should be grateful. It contains a large amount of 
most useful information in a small compass and in comparatively 
simple language. We strongly recommend the book to non-medical 
coroners, and to all members of the profession who have to deal with 
such matters as wounds, poisons, infanticide, insanity, &c. 





Scottish Criminal Trials. 


Tue TRIAL OF DEAcon Broprg. Edited by Wit1t1AM RovGHEaD, 
Writer to the Signet. Sweet & Maxwell. 


This is another of that interesting series, ‘‘ Notable Scottish Trials.” 
Deacon Brodie, it may be said for the benefit of the ignorant English- 
man, was not an official of a church, but an officer of a trade guild in 
Edinburgh. His extraordinary career, which came to a sudden end 
on the gallows on the 1st of October, 1788, is one of the best examples 
extant of a man living a double life. In the light of day he wasa 
highly respectable tradesman and a member of the City Council; by 
night he was a cunning burglar and associate of criminals, as well as 
a gambler and frequenter of the lowest houses. His story is told in 
the introduction to this book with much skill, and then follows a 
verbatim account of the trial. The most interesting incident in the 
trial from a lawyer’s point of view is the argument and decision as 
to the admissibility of the evidence of the wife of the man who was 
indicted jointly with Brodie as a witness against Brodie. Contrary 
to the rule established in England, it was decided that her evidence 
might be pre. When, however, she was actually called another 
way of excluding her testimony was discovered. It appeared that in 
the list of witnesses for the prosecution supplied to the prisoner her 
name was spelt Hubbart, whereas in fact it should have been Hibbutt 
This was decided to be a fatal objection, and so, after all, she was not 
sworn. There are several interesting illustrations in the book of 
prisoners, judges, and counsel, and of scenes in old Edinburgh. 





Books of the Week. 


International Law as Interpreted During the Russo-Japanese War. 
By F. E. Smita, M.P., M.A., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, and N. W. 
Sisczy, B.A., LL.M. and B.A. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Second 
Edition, Revised and Re-set. T. Fisher Unwin; William Clowes & 
Sons (Limited). 

The Annual Digest of All the Reported Decisions of the Superior 
Courts, including a Selection from the Scottich and Irish, with s 
Collection of Cases Followed, Distinguished, Explained, Commented 
on, Overruled, or Questioned, and References to the Statutes Passed 
During the Year 1906. By JoHN Mews, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Licensing Acts. By thelate James Patersoy, M.A., Barri-ter- 
at-Law. Being the Licensing Acts, 1828 to 1906, together with all 
Relative Excise, Inland Revenue, Innkeepers, Sunday Closing, and 
Grogging Acts, with Notes, and the Law relating to Ulubs, Theatres, 
Music and Dancing, Racecourses, Billiards, Compensation, Covenants, 
Contracts of Sale of Li ensed Premises, and Rates and Taxes 
on Licensed Property, and Forms. By WiiiiamM W. MAcKENztEz, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Eighteenth Edition. Butterworth & Co. ; 
Shaw & Sons. 


The Yearly Court Practice, 1907: Founded on Archbold’s County 
Court Practice and Pitt-Lewis’s County Court Practice. By the late 
G. Pirr-Lzewis, K.C., and Sir C. Akno~tp Wurrz, Chief Justice of 
Madras. 1907 Hdition. By His Honour Judge WoopFraLt, a Member 
of the Rule Committee, and E. H. Trwpan ATKINSON, B.A.; assisted 
by Wiitovensy Jarping, B.A., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. The 
Chapter of Costs and the Precedents of Costs by Morten Tuanep, 
Exq., Registrar of the Watford County Court. In TwoVols. Butter- 
worth & Co.; Shaw & Sons. 

Jurisdiction 


Summary Jurisdiction Procedure: Being the 8 


Being ummery 
Acts, 1848-1899, Regulating the Duties of Justices of the Peace with 
respect to Summary Convictions and Orders; the Indictable Offences 
Acts, 1848 and 1868; with Appendix of Statutes relating Thereto, 
Copious Notes, Index and Tables of Statutes and Cases. . Ninth 
Edition. By Oxzor. Grorcz Dovoras, Clerk to the Lord Mayor, 
a House Justice Room, London. Butterworth 
ns. 


& Co.; Shaw 


Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation. Edited for the 
Society by Sir Jomw Macponsrt, C.B., LL.D., and Epwargp 
Manson. Vol. VII., Part IL John Murray. 





Corrigendum.—The title of Ihering’s book, ‘‘ Geist des Rémischen 
Recht,” was printed erroneously on p. 227 ante. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


HOYES AND ANOTHER v. TATE AND OTHERS. No. 1. 28th Jan, 
Practice— Costs.—Szrarats Issves—‘‘ Event ’—Jupement — R. 8. O. 
LXV. 1. 


Where at the trial of an action the jury find a verdict for the plaintiff upon one 
issue and for the defendant upon another issue, and the judge directs judgment to 
be entered for the plaintiff with the yeneral costs of the action, and makes no order 
as to the costs of the issue on which the defendant has succceded, the judgment will 
be drawn up in the office so as to give to the defendant the cos’s of the issue upon 
uhich he has succeeded. ? 


Appeal from the judgment of Lawrance, J., at the trial of an 
action with a jury. The plaintiffs were in possession of 49, Tulse- 
hill, Brixton, and the principal defendant was in possession of the 
adjoining premises, 47, ‘Lulse-hill. The action was brought to recover 
damages for trespass to the plaintiffs’ land and injury thereto, and 
also for cutting down and removing a tree therefrom. ‘The defendants 
denied the and damage, and alleged that the tree was on 
the principal defendant’s land, and not on the plaintiffs’. The jury 
awarded the plaintiffs £10 10s. for the trespass and damage, and they 
found that the tree was in the grounds of 47, Tulse-hill (the principal 
defendant’s land). The learned judge directed judgment to be entered 
for the plaintiffs for £10 10s., and the general costs of the action 
on the High Court scale. The defendante’ counsel lied for judgment 
upon the issue as to the ownership of the tree, with the costs of that 
issue, upon which they had succeeded. The learned judge having 
considered the question, said that he made no order. The defendants, 
before the judgment was drawn up, appealed from the refusal of the 
judge to give them judgment upon the issue upon which 
they had succeeded, and contended that, unless judgment was entered 
for them upon that issue, or unless the judge gave some 
direction to the taxing-master, they would not get the costs of that 
issue upon taxation, as the taxing-master did not tax upon the certi- 
cate of the associate, but upon the judgment as drawn up. The 
certificate of the associate set out the findi of the iny above set out. 

Tue Court (Cotiims, M.R., and Cozens-Harpy and FiercnHer Movt- 
ron, L.JJ.) said that they had had the very best ible advice on the 
matter, and they were informed that when the certificate of the 
associate was brought to the proper authority with a request. that 
judgment should be entered upon it, inasmuch as the learned judge 
had made no order interfering with the incidence of the costs prescribed 
by law, the judgment would be drawn up exactly in the form in which 
the defendants desired it to be drawn up. The defendants had, there- 
fore appealed unnecessarily, and the appeal would be dismissed with 
costs. 





[The form of judgment which would be drawn up upon the certificate 
was handed to the court by Mr, F. A. Stringer, and that form, after 
reciting the associate’s certificate stated that “it is this day adjudged 
that the plaintiffs recover against the defendants £10 10s. and (except 
as herein otherwise adjudged) the general costs of the action on 
High Court scale . . . and the jury having found that the tree 
referred to in the pleadings was in the grounds of No. 47, and the 
judge having made no order as to the costs of the issue as to the 
ownership of the said tree, it is further adjudged that on taxation the 
defendants do have their costs of the said issue as to the ownership of 
the said tree.’’"}-Counset, Marshall Hall, K.C., and W. O. Hodges ; 
J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C., and A. B. Shaw.’ Soxscrrons, R. W. 
Beckwith; Huntingdon & Leaf. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. | 


McMANUS v. FORTESCUE AND ANOTHER. No.1. Ist Feb. 


Sate or Goops~Satz ry Avcrion—‘‘Sunsect ro a Reserve Price’’— 
Br at Less THAN Reserve — Acceetance or Bin — Rervsat or 
Avcrioneer to Comptets—Satz or Goons Acr, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. 
c. 71), 8. 58, suB-section 2. 


When a person makes @ bid for goods at an auction where the sale is subject to a 
venaroe prise, the ir tacunaliiean, sane the Bid Delay. to or above the reserve 
price, and if the auctioneer knocks down the goods to , that is an acceptance 
of that conditional o g ad eee foe net ogee © ee ee 

no 


the auctioneer is ty to the bidder. 
Application by the plaintiff for ju t or a new trial in an action 
tried ‘before Phillimore, J., a jury. The defendants were 


auctioneers, and they offered for sale by auction certain property on 
behalf of the guardians of the poor for the parish of Hammersmith. 
One of the conditions of sale stated that “each lot be offered 
subject to a reserve price, and the vendors reserve the right of bidding 
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up to such reserve price. The highest bidder for each lot shall be 
the purchaser. If any dispute shall arise concerning a bidding, the 
lot in-question shall be put up again and resold, or the auctioneer 
may determine the dispute.’’ The plaintiff’ made a bid of £85 for 
Lot 2, and the auctioneer knocked down the lot to him. Subsequently 
the auctioneer discovered that the sum bid by the plaintiff was less 
than the reserve price, and he withdrew the lot and refused to sign a 
memorandum of the alleged contract, or to accept a deposit from the 
plaintiff. The plaintiff, in his statement of claim, sieoed that by 
the bid he authorized and gave a mandate to the auctioneer to act as 
his agent and sign a memorandum of a contract of sale of Lot 2, and 
otherwise complete the contract on his behalf, and that the auctioneer 
by knocking down the lot to him accepted that authority and mandate ; 
but that the auctioneer, in breach of his duty under the authority and 
mandate, neglected and refused to sign a memorandum of the contract 
or otherwise complete the same, and the plaintiff was in consequence 
unable to obtain possession of the lot. At the trial Phillimore, J., 
held that the auctioneer had no such duty as alleged, and he gave 
judgment for the defendants, and he refused to allow an amendment 

y the insertion of a claim for damages for breach of warranty of 
authority, as in his opinion the damages on such a claim would only 
be nominal. The plaintiff appealed, and contended that when the 
hammer fell the contract to sell, so far as the auctioneer was con- 
cerned, was complete (section 58, sub-section 2, of the Sale of Goods 
Act, 1893; Warlow v. Harrison (8 W. R. 95, 1 E. & E. 309); Rain- 
bow v. Howkins (53 W. R. 46; 1904, 2 K. B. 322)); and the 
auctioneer undertook to bring about the relation of vendor and pur- 
chaser by signing a memorandum of the contract on behalf of both 

arties, and that he committed a breach of that duty. He also asked 
or leave to amend. : 

THE Court (Cotitns, M.R., and Cozens-Harpy and FietcHer Movt- 
Ton, L.JJ.) dismissed the .application. 

Coxuins, M.R., said that in his opinion the judgment of the learned 
judge was right. Under the conditions of sale each lot was offered 
subject to a reserve price, and in his opinion any bid was a conditional 
offer subject to the sum offered being equal to or above the reserve 
= When the hammer fell upon a bid, it was a public acceptance 

y the vendors’ agent, the auctioneer, of that conditional offer. That 
did not amount to an absolute unconditional contract to sell at the 
price offered. The fall of the hammer did not do away with the 
condition. The condition remained, and as the offer did not come up 
to the reserve price, the auctioneer had not committed any breach of 
duty towards the plaintiff, nor, even if they were to allow an amend- 
ment, was there any breach of warranty of authority. With regard 
to the decision in Rainbow v. Howkins, it did not seem to him to 
conflict with anything which he had said; but if, as was pressed upon 
them, it was an authority in favour of the plaintiff's contention, he was 
not prepared to act upon it. He, however, desired to express no 
opinion upon it. 

Cozens-Harpy and Fietcner Movtron, L.JJ., concurred,—CounsEt, 
C. A. Russell, K.C., and W. J. Disturnal; McCall, K.C., and G. A. 
Scott. Soxicrrors, Robinson & Bradley; 7'. H. Hiscott. 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. 


MOEL TRYVAN SHIP CO. vr. KRUGER & CO. No. 2. 
25th and 26th Jan. 


Sure—Caartrer-party—Bitt or Lapinc—Brmu or Lapinc at VARIANCE 
Wits CHARTER-PARTY—LIABILITY OF CHARTERER. 


It is the duty of a charterer to present to the captain of the chartered vessel bills 
of lading for signature which do not impose on the shipowners greater liabslitres 
than they incur under the charter-party, and if, by reason of a variation 
between the charter-pariy and the bills of lading, the shipowners ineur a liabirity 
Srom which they are ex+mpted by the charter party, there is a breach of contract 
on the part of the charterer for which the shipowners can recover the amount of 
their loss by way of damages. 

This was an appeal from a _ decision of Phillimore, J., 
sitting as a judge in the Commercial Court. The case is re- 
ported 1900, 2K. B. 792. The facts were as follows: By a charter-party 
dated the 22nd of April, 1903, the defendants chartered the 
plaintiffs’ ship, The Invermore, to load a cargo of rice at Rangoon, 
and, being so loaded, to proceed thence to Rio de Janeiro, and there 
deliver the cargo. The material clauses of the charter-party were 
as follows: ‘‘(6) The act of God, perils of the sea, fire, barratry of 
the master and crew, the king’s enemies, pirates, arrests and 
restraints of princes, rulers, and people, collisions, stranding, and 
other accidents of navigation excepted, even when occasioned by 
negligence, default, or error in judgment of the pilot, master, 
mariners, or other servants of the shipowners. (7) The master to 
sign clean bills of lading for his cargo, also for portions of cargo 
shipped (if required to do so) at any rate of freight, without 
prejudice to this charter, but not at lower than chartered rates, 
unless the difference is paid to him in cash before signing bills of 
lading. (25) Charterers’ liability under this charter to cease on ship 
being loaded, provided the cargo is worth the freight, the owners 
having an absolute lien on the cargo for all freight, dead freight, 
demurrage, average, and any other lawful claim they may have under 
this charter, which lien they are hereby bound to exercise.” The 
Invermore loaded a cargo of rice at Rangoon, and the defendants 
presented to the master for his signature bills of lading in the 
printed form used by the defendants, which provided that the cargo 
was to be delivered at Rio de Janeiro, ‘‘the act of God, the king’s 


enemies, fire,“fnd all and every other dangers and accidents of t e | 





seas, rivers, and povigntion of whatever nature and kind soever 


excepted, unto order assigns, freight for the said goods and all 
other conditions as per charter-party dated London, the 22nd of 
April, 1903.’’ It appeared from the evidence that the defendants 
had a rubber stamp with which they could put on the negligence 
clause, but were not in the habit of putting it on unless asked, 
because, as they said, some shipmasters objected; that sometimes 
they found shipmasters carrying their own stamps and putting on 
the negligence clause themselves; and that im these circumstances 
they were content to go on printing forms of charter-party and bills 
of lading, each bearing their own names, with a clause as to excepted 
perils in the first much wider than the similar clause in the second. 
The explanation given was that it was supposed that the words in 
the bill of lading ‘‘all other conditions as per charter-party’’ incor- 
porated for all purposes every exception in the charter-party. The 
master gave evidence that he had the same opinion. All he asked 
when the bill of lading was presented to him was whether it con- 
tained the clause of incorporation, and he thought that if it did the 
negligence clause became part of the bill of lading. In fact, however, 
a series of cases, beginning with Russell v. Nieman (17 C. B. N. &. 
163) and culminating in Serraino & Sons v. Campbell (1891, 1 Q. B. 
283) and Diederichsen v. Farquharson Bros. (1898, 1 Q. B. 150) had 
settled that this clause of incorporation has no such effect when the 
bill of lading gets into other hands than those of the charterers. In 
the course of the voyage from Rangoon to Rio de Janeiro The Inver- 
more stranded through the negligence of the master, and the ship 
and cargo became a total loss. By reason of the bills of lading 
contaimng no negligence clause the holders of the bills of lading 
recovered judgment against the present plaintiffs in the admiralty 
court in respect of the loss of the cango, the damages being assessed 
under the provisions for the limitation of liability at £12,175 12s. 
For this sum the shipowners now sued the defendants, claiming that 
they were liable either for negligence in presenting and procuring 
the signature of the master to a bill of lading without the negligence 
clause, or upon an implied contract by them to indemnify the ship- 
owners against the consequences of the master signing a document 
which they procured him to sign. With ard to the claim for 
negligence, Phillimore, J., held that it could not arise unless the 
ye poe mera had some duty in this respect to the shipowners, His 
lordship was of opinion that they had no such duty as charterers 
or as agents; but he was of opinion that the principle of the decision 
in the case of Sheffield Corporation v. Barclay (1905, A. C. 392) 
applied to the present case, and that the defendants, having repre- 
sented to the master that the bills of lading were in a form which 
he was bound to sign,, were liable to indemnify the plaintiffs. He 
accordingly gave ju ent for the plaintiffs for the amount of their 
limit of liability. The defendants appealed. 
Tue Court (Barnes, P., and FarweLt and BUCKLEY, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. ; 
Barnes, P.—The case has been admirably argued, and the points on 
both sides presented with the utmost clearness. The mere statement 
of the facts of the case shews the difficulty which arises, but, in order 
to appreciate the difficulty and apply the law to meet it, it 1s necessary 
to see exactly how the matter stands whea looked at from a legal point 
of view. In former times a difficulty of this kind could not have 
arisen, because a bill of lading given under a charter-party had no 
effect on the contractual relation between the shipper and charterer, 
but was a mere voucher, and the whole relationship of the parties was 
governed by the contract contained in the charter-party, while the 
remedies ob the consignee in the case of non-delivery of the goods 
owing to loss of the ship, as in the present case, would have had to 
be enforced in the name of the original contractor. But section 1 of 
the Bills of Lading Act, 1855, to put it shortly, gave the consignee of 
goods named in a bill of lading the same rights of suit, and subjected 
him to the same liabilins in r-spect of such goons, as if the contract 
contained in the bill of lading had been made with himself. It was 
by virtue of this section that the holders of the bills of lading in the 
present case brought their action, to which there could be no answer 
as soon as it was established that the loss had been caused by the 
negligence of the shipowners’ servants. The difficulty arose because 
the charterers, the persons who presented the bills of lading, do not 
seem to have realized that the bills of lading would not protect the 
shipowners against loss caused by such negligence. Having regard to 
the fact that the negligence clause has for twenty years been commonly 
inserted in almost every bill of lading, I feel surprise that the position 
of matters does not seem to have been realized at Rangoon. How 
ever, that being the state of things, the court has now to determine 
the rights of the parties in the matter. The first question is whether 
what took place occurred in consequence of any breach by the charterers 
of the obligations that they undertook under the charter. A sub- 
sidiary point has been raised on behalf of the respondents, whether the 
ze can be said to flow from such a breach, but from the nature 
of the case the damage must be said to flow from the breach of contract 
ff there be any. The real question, therefore, is whether there has been 
a breach of contract by the charterers. It is obvious that the charter- 
party itself, if the charterers had remained owners of the goods, 
placed the risk of the carriage of the goods on them. Up to shipment 
the shipowner deals with the shipper. After shipment he does not desire 
to be under one set of obligations to the charterer and to be under 
heavier obligations to a third party if the charterer chooses to sell the 
goods. It is necessary, therefore, to look at the contract to see what 
are the obligations im on the shipowner and if there is any power 
for the charterer to alter the shipowner’s position. All that has to be 
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done is to consider the contract and apply a few well-known proposi- 

tions. The first is that the master ot the ship has no right to alter 

the charter-party. The ship is to be employed under the charter-party, 
and everything has to be done under the charter-party. ‘That is the 

limit of the master’s authority. The second proposition is that as a 

matter of business the charterer is bound to prepare the bills of lading. 

I'he third proposition is that it is for the benefit of the charterer that 

he should have in the charter-party the clause that the master should 

sign the bill of lading, and that the signing is to enable the charterer 
to carry out his own objects. It follows from this that the charterer 
has an obligation imposed on him by the terms of the charter-party 
to prepare bills of lading in accordance with the terms of the charter- 
party, and which shall not impose on the shipowner any greater obliga- 
tion during transit than he undertook under the terms of the charter- 
party. It has been said on behalf of the respondents that the clause 
as to signing the bills of ladi may mean that the master 
is to sign bills of lading in the form usual at the rt of 
lading. But it is obvious in the present case that bills of lading 
at Rangoon were in two forms, one containing a negligence clause, 
the other without a negligence clause. Who was to settle which 
form was to be adopted? In my opinion the matter could not be left 
loose in that way, and the bills of lading must be in accordance 
with the terms of the charter-party. Until the bills of lading had 
been indorsed to a third party by the charterer, it was immaterial 
in what terms they were, as the charter-party was the governing 
document; but why is a bill of lading on being indorsed in favour 
of a third party to impose greater liabilities on the shipowner tian 
he incurred under the charter-party? I can find nothing in the 
charter-party to alter this view. The stipulations about signing bills 
of lading, at any rate of freight, do not affect the question; and in 
my opinion, on the proper construction of the charter-party, the 
master had to sign such bill of lading as was without prejudice 
to the charter, and as between himself and the charterer he had no 
power to sign a bill of lading in any other form. He had, therefore, 
no power to sign these bills of lading, which imposed a greater 
obligation on the shipowners than the charter-party contemplated. 
I think this is to be inferred from the case of Rodocanachi v. Mu- 
burn (18 Q. B. D. 67). So far as the judgments in that case go, they 
are in accordance with the view that the master has no authority to 
sign bills of lading imposing on the shipowners greater liabilities than 
are imposed on them by the charter-party. That being so, the 
charterers have committed a breach of contract; and, having regard 
to the circumstances of the case, the damages follow as a matter of 
course. That is dealing with the case on the assumption that there 
was a breach of contract, because the master had no authority to 
sign the bills of lading, and the charterers must be taken to have 
known that he had no authority. But taking the other alternative, 
that the master had authority to sign the bills of lading in the form 
in which he signed them. It he had such authority, it is derived from 
clause 7 of the charter-party, and he is bound to sign the bills of 
lading presented to him. If he was bound to sign, his act was a 
purely ministerial one for carrying out the provisions of the contract 
contained in the charter-party, and the case is brought within the 
principle laid down in Sheffield Corporation v. Barclay (1905, A.C. 
392). When the other terms of the charter-party are regarded on the 
assumption that the proper effect of clause is that the master 
had authority and was bound to do that which he did at the request 
of the charterers, the necessary inference to be drawn is that there 
is imposed on the charterers the necessity of indemnifying the ship- 
owners against the consequences of that which they the master 
to do. This inference seems inevitable, because otherwise the ship- 
owner would be in this position, that when once the bills of lading 
had been indorsed to third parties he ——_ be called upon to pay in 
cases in which he would be under no liability according to the charter- 
party. If no indemnity is to be inferred in such a case, the effect 
is to render the whole of clause 6 nugatory. It was urged that the 
master had authority to determine whether the bills of lading were 
or were not proper ones to sign. That seems to put on the master 
a power and authority he did not possess. But without going further 
into this part of the case, I think that the question may be disposed 
of on the ground that there has been a breach of contract, and the 
appeal must be dismissed. 

Farwrett and Bucktey, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—Counset, Hamilton, K.C., Lush, K.C., and Chayfor; 
Scrutton, K.C., and Bailhache. Soxicrrors, Hollams, Sons, Coward, 
& Hawkesley; Holman, Birdwood, & Co. 

[Reported by J. I. Srraure, Barrister-at-Law. | 


HUTTON v. RAS STEAMSHIP CO. No. 2. 1st Feb. 


Mercantite Law—Navai Covrt—Jvurispicrion—ContraBanp or War— 
Rervsat To Work—Drsmissat From Sarp—Mercuant Snarepine Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vier. c 60), ss. 225, 480 ro 485. 

A naval court, properly constituted, can, on a complaint brought wnder section 
225 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, exercise all or any of the powers con- 
Served by section 483 of the Act, and its decision is conclusive of the rights, not 
only between the parties acturlly before it, but also between other parties. Conse- 
quently the discharge of a seaman by a naval court on the complaint of the master 
of the ship is a complete answer to a subsequent action against the owners ‘or 
wages due, ; 

This was an appeal from a decision of Lord Alverstone, C.J. 
(reported 50 Sortcrrors’ Journnat 95), The facts were as follows: 
The plaintiff shipped at Barry on The Ras Bera under 


articles for a voyage for three years for Port Arthur vid 
Barry and (or) any ports withia certain limits, which in- 
cluded Japan, an to a final port of discharge in 
the United Kingdom. The vessel loaded a cargo of coals at Barry 
and arrived at Port Arthur on the 18th of January, 1904, dpring the 
siege, and the coals were there discharged, The vessel was at Port 
Arthur during a portion of the bombardment, She got away from 
Port Arthur on the llth of February, and went in ballast to Moji, a 
port on the west coast of Japan, whence she p: to Hong 4 
At Hong Kong 7'he Ras Bera was chartered by the Nippon Yusen 
Kaisha, the R.M.S.S. Company of Japan, on a voyage to c cargo 
and passengers to all of the world except British North America 
and Magellan, including Japanese ports. charter provided that 
the steamer should fly at the mainmast head during her stay in port 
any private signal or home flag of the charterers. It was also provided 
by clause 26 of the charter-party that the charterers should not employ 
the steamer in the carrying of troops and contraband of war. Under 
this charter she was to proceed to Moji and from Moji to Yokohama. 
The manifests for the two voyages before her arrival at Yokohama 
were put in, and it was all by the plaintiff that the steamer 
carried on these two voyages, among other things, rails and other 
railway material. By Rusman proclamations published in the London 
Gazette of the 1st and 22nd of March materials for the construction 
of railways were declared by Russia to be contraband of war. Upon 
the arrival at Yokohama the plaintiff and others of the crew objected 
to continuing the voyage, on the ground that the vessel was carrying 
contraband of war, and declined to work until some arrangement was 
made that, in the event of capture, they would be indemnified and 
their wives and families compensated and cared for. While the 
question was under discussion plaintiff and the others who objected 
declined to do any work, but except in respect of such refusal it was 
not alleged that they refused to discharge their duty. On the 
complaint of the master, the seamen in question were summoned before 
a naval court. The summons recited that the complaint was that the 

were guilty of continuai wilful disobedience to lawful co 

and continual wilful neglect of duty and of general insubor- 
dination subversive of discipline and ae ee to the owners’ 
interests, and continued: ‘“‘And whereas offence of which you are 
accused as aforesaid is that of continued wilful disobedience to lawful 
commands and continued wilful neglect of duty, an offence against 
section 225 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, which is punishable 
on summary coaviction.’’ The naval court was held sections 
480 to 485 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and, after hearing the 
evidence of the plaintiff, the master, and other witnesses, decided that 
the plaintiff and others were guilty of continual neglect of duty 
without good and sufficient cause, ‘I'he judgment further stated that 
the sailors’ plea that the carrying of contraband vitiated the agree- 
ment was without force, the voyage remaining an ordinary commercial 
venture, any risk or responsibility that might be incu being borne 
by the ship. The court further discharged the plaintiff and the other 
seamen from the steamship Ras Bera and forfeited their wages. 
Evidence was given before Lord Alverstone, C.J., by the plaintiff 
that at Yokohama the vessel was both taking in and discharging 
railway materials, and his lordship was of opinion upon the evidence 
that this was the case. Upon the other hand, evidence was also given 
by the plaintiff that military stores were being shipped and men in 
uniforms carried as ngers; but upon the evidence his lordship did 
not find either that the vessel was fitted for carrying troops or members 
of the Japanese navy, or that any were so carried, and he also thought 
that there was no substantial evidence before the naval court that the 
vessel was carrying contraband of war. The plaintiff now brought the 
resent action to recover £29 1s. wages due to him. Lord Alverstone, 
.J., was of opinion that reason of section 483 (2) of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, the decision of the naval court 
was conclusive, a Yiemiesed the action. The plaintiff appealed. 
The material portions of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, are as fol- 
lows: ‘225. (1) If a seaman lawfully engaged or an apprentice to the 
sea service commits any of the following offences, in this Act referred to 
as offences against discipline, he shall be liable to be punished sum- 
marily as flew, that is to say, . . . (c) If he is guilty of 
continued wilful disobedience to lawful commands or continued wilful 
neglect of duty, he shall be liable to imprisonment for a period not 
exceeding twelve weeks, and also, at the discretion of the court, to 
forfeit, for every twenty-four hours’ continuance of disobedience or 
neglect, either a sum not exceeding six days’ pay or any expenses 
properly incurred in hiring a substitute.’’ Section 480: “‘A court 
(in this Act called a naval court) may be summoned by any officer in 
command of any of her ong ships on any foreign station, or, in 
the absence of such an officer, by any consular officer, in the following 
cases (that is to say): . .. (ii.) Whenever the interest of the 
owner of any British ship or of the car, thereof appears to that 
officer to require it.’’ Section 483: ‘‘(1) Every naval court may, after 
hearing and investigating the case, exercise the following powers (that 
is to say): . . . (b) The court may, in cases in w ney are 
authorized by this Act, and sub to the provisions of this Act, 
cancel or suspend the certificate of any master, mate, or engineer ; (e) 
the court may discharge a seaman from his ship; (d) the court may order 
the wages of a seaman 90 discharged or any part of those wages to be 
forfeited, and may direct the same either to be retained by way of 
compensation to the owner or to be pelt into the exchequer, in the 
same manner as fines under this 3; - . + (f) the court may 
direct that all or any of the costs incurred by the master or owner 
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of any ehip in procuring the imprisonment of any seaman or 
tice in a foreign port, or ia his maintenance while so imprisoned, 
all be paid out of and deducted from the wages of that seaman or 
apprentice, whether then or su uently earned; . . . (h) the 
court may punish any master of a ship or any of the crew of a ship 
respecting whose conduct a complaint is brought before them for any 
offence against this Act which when committed by the said master or 
member of the crew is punishable on summary conviction, and shall 
for that pu have the same powers as a court of summary jurisdic- 
tion would have it the case were tried in the United Kingdom. (2) 
All orders duly made by a naval court under the powers hereby given 
to it shall in any subsequent legal proceeding be conclusive as to the 
rights of the parties.’’ 
nE Court (Barnes, P., and Farwett and Buckiey, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Barnes, P., said that in his opinion the decision of the Lord Chief 
Justice was quite right. The question to be determined was not that 
raised in Caine v. The Palace Shipping Co. (Limited) (25 Times Law 
Reports, 203) or in Sibery v. Connelly (22 Times Law Reports, 174). 
The point taken on behalf of the plaintiff was that, the summons having 
been issued for an offence within section 225 (c) of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, the naval court had no power to discharge him 
from his ship and put an end to the service upon which he was engaged. 
T uestion, therefore, for the court was whether a naval court 
geveer y constituted could exercise all the powers it had under section 

of the Act, or whether it was bound to punish the plaintiff as con- 
templated by sub-section (h) of that section. His lordship thought that 
there was the strongest ground for holding that on a complaint under 
section 225 the naval court, on the offence complained of being proved, 
could deal with the case in such a way as to apply, so far as the court 
thought fight, and they were applicable, all the powers contained in 
section Speaking generally, these matters were dealt with in 
foreign ports or on the high seas. In these circumstances it seemed 
reasonable that the naval court should have full powers to do every- 
thing which might be required to free the ship and get rid of the 
difficulty caused by the complaint, and should not be limited in its 
exercise of its powers to the particular thing which was referred to in 
the summons. His lordship could find nothing in the Act which im- 
posed such a limitation on the naval court. It was suggested that this 
would be unfair to the men, because they would have no notice of 
what was being urged against them, but his lordship thought that 
there was no substance in this point, and certainly in the present case 
it had no merits. The only other point was what was the effect of 
sub-section 2 of section 485. It was suggested that this sub-section 
did not prevent the plaintiff from proceeding against the shipowners. 
But, when considered, the sub-section must have that effect, because 
——— proceedings could only be between the owners on one side 
and the seamen on the other, or between the master and the owners 
or between the master and the seamen. The order was to be con- 
clusive as to the rights of the parties, not of the parties to the pro- 
ceedings, and at any rate the seamen were parties to the proceedings. 
When once the matter was disposed of by the naval court it was at an 
end, no matter between whom the subsequent proceedings might be. 
If this view was right, the judgment of the naval court put an end 
to the matter in the present case, because that court, having jurisdic- 
tion to do what it had done, had exercised its jurisdiction, and the 
proceedings, whether its conclusion was right or wrong at law, were 
binding, and the present action could not be maintained. His lordship 
understood this to be the view taken by the Lord Chief Justice, and 
he agreed in that view. 

FARWELL and Bucxiry, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., Llewellyn Williams, and M. 
Morgan ; Batten, K.C., and Bailhache. Soutcttors, John 7. Lewis ; 
Holman, Birdwood, & Co. 


[Reported by J. I. Srratrve, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
TAVERNER vr. CUFF. Kekewich, J. 28th and 29th Jan. 


ArprtratorR—Morion to Ser Astpzp AwARD—AMENDMENT OF POINTS OF 
Derence anp Countrerctam at CLosr or ARBITRATION. 


An arbitrator may, in his discretion, hear evidence on and deal with points not 
covered by the pleadings or stat-ments of the parties in the action, and may allow 
the necessary amendments to be made at the conclusion of the arbitration. 


Motion with witnesses. This was a motion to set aside the award of 
Mr. William Baker, the arbitrator to whom the action had been referred 
The plaintiff had been secretary of the Spurgeon Memorial Sermon Society, 
and he sought in the action to restrain the defendants from interfering 
with him and preventing him from continuing to carry on the work of the 
society. The arbitrator’s findings were adverse to the plaintiff, and the 
grounds upon which he objected to the award were set forth in the notice 
of motion as follows: (1) That the plaintiff's witnesses were prevented by 
the arbitrator from giving evidence on material points. (2) That the 
arbitrator improperly allowed the defendants to put in evidence and use 
the Spurgeon Memorial Record and certain other documents, but refused 
to allow the plaintiff to use them in support of his case. (3) That the 
arbitrator improperly allowed the defendants to amend their points of 
defence and counterclaim after the arbitration was concluded in respect 
of matters with regard to which no evidence had been called by the 
defendants, and in respect of matters not the subject-matter of the action, 





and not within the reference to arbitration, and by his award gave 
judgment for the defendants on such points of defence and counterclaim 
asso amended. (4) That the arbitrator in his award found that certain 
charges made by the plaintiff against the defendant G. C. were not 
proved, notwithstanding that he had refused to allow the plaintiff to give 
or call any evidence in support of such charges. (5) That the award in 
almost every finding was against the weight of evidence. 

Kexewicn, J., said that the application was wrong both in form and 
substance ; the matter had been referred to the arbitrator without plead- 
ings, and he was therefore in effect trying a new action. The reference 
was in the widest terms, the whole action being referred, in order that all 
questions, including those of costs, might be dealt with and settled by the 
arbitrator, who should have all the powers of amending and otherwise 
enjoyed by judges of the High Court pursuant to order 36. The first 
ground of complaint against the award was that the plaintiff’s witnesses. 
were prevented from giving evidence on certain points; that simply meant 
that the evidence had been rejected, and was an unhappy way of stating 
the objection. The allegations contained in the second complaint had 
not been proved. With regard to the third ground of objection, it 
appeared that application was made to amend, not pleadings, because 
there were none, but the statements drawn up by the parties, and these 
amendments were allowed Subsequently certain points arose which were 
not covered by the amendments, and the arbitration was allowed to proceed 
and the points were dealt with without further amendment until the end 
of the hearing. That was a convenient course frequently adopted by the 
courts; it was a very common thing to deal with and decide every point 
which arose in the course of proceedings and then to amend as necessary 
at the termination of the case. With respect to the charges referred to in 
the fourth objection, they were contained in a lengthy document of 
twenty-seven paragraphs which the plaintiff proposed to read; this the 
arbitrator declined to ailow, and said the document might be taken as read, 
and evidence was then given which justified the finding of the arbitrator 
on that point. There was not the slighest justification for the motion, 
which was refused with costs.—CounseL, Jessel, K.C., and Lavington; P. O 
Lawronee, K.C., and Cuzens- Hardy. Soxscrrors, D. R. Soames ; G. Coote. 

[Reported by W. F. Lawnence, Barrister-at-Law. | 


SOCIETY OF ACCOUNTANTS v. GOODWAY AND LONDON ASSOCIATION 
OF ACCOUNTANTS (LIM.). Warrington, J. 28th, 29th, 30th, and 
31st Jan. 

Traps Name—Descrirtive oR Fancy Name—Insuncrion. 


The plaintiff society, an incorporated society of accountants, was established 
with a view to affording recognized professional qualifications to sts members, who 
adopted the title of ‘* incorporated accowntant.”” The defendant association was 
established twenty years later with similar objects, and its members made use of 
the same title. The defendant Goodway was a member of the defendant associa- 
tion. 

Held, that the defendants, by making use of the title ‘‘ incorporated accountant,”’ 
were calculated to induce the belief of membershtp of the plaintiff society, and so 
were inflicting an injury for which the plaintiff society was entitled to relief by 
injunction. 

Trial of action. In this action the plaintiffs claimed: (1) That the 
defandant Goodway might be restrained from using in connection with 
his business of an accountant the title of ‘‘ incorporated accountant,’’ or 
any designation only colourably differing therefrom, in such a way as to 
lead to the belief that the defendant was a member of the plaintiff society ; 
(2) that the defendants, the London Association of Accountants (Limited), 
might be restrained from holding out, by advertisements or otherwise, 
that its members were entitled to use any such designation as ‘‘incorpor- 
ated accountant.’”’ The plaintiff society was incorporated in 1885 and its 
objects were to enable its members to acquire, by means of examinations 
conducted by the society, a recognized position in the profession of 
accountants. The society was incorporated as an association not for 
profit under the Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), 8.23. The 
members of the society adopted the description ‘‘ incorporated accountant,” 
and from time to time the society inserted advertisements in the 
So.tcrrors’ Journat and Law Times, and in these advertisements described 
its members as ‘‘incorporated accountants.’’ It also established the 
Incorporated Accountants’ Journal and the Incorporated Accountants’ 
Year Book. The defendant company was founded in 1905, with 
similar objects, under the Companies Acts as a company limited by 
guarantee. 

WaraginorTon, J., said that the same principles should be applied in this 
case as should be applied in cases of ‘‘ passing off’’ goods. The two cases 
were similar, though not identical. The Celiulon Clothing Co. (Limited) v. 
Maxton § Murray (1899, A. C. 326) established that a man who took upon 
himself to prove that words which were merely descriptive or expressive of 
the quality of s had acquired a special secondary sense assumed & 
burden very difficult to discharge. The court should not be too ready to 
establish a monopoly. The expression ‘‘incorporated accountant’’ was 
not really a description, but a fancy name. ‘‘ Incorporated ’’ seemed to 
mean “ united in a legal body,’’ and thus could not reasonably be applied 
to an individual. The word must have in the present case some special 
signification. The Bey society had, by expending a considerable 
amount of money, afforded to its members a recognized status. This was 
illustrated by the fact that many recent Acts relating to local bodies had 
specially provided that membership of either the Institute of Chartered 
Accountauts or the plaintiff society was an essential qualification for the 
office of auditor. ‘The evidence shewed that in 1905 the expression 
‘incorporated accountant ’’ denoted the acquisition of a status similar to 
that conferred by the Institute of Chartered Accountants upon its members. 
It signified membership of one particular society which gave its members 
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™ a recognized qualification. The defendant Goodway, whose bore the | the defendant, the latter undertaking therein ‘*to clear up all , 
a words “‘incorporated accountant,”’ with ‘‘ London ”* in small | and incumbrances whatever up to the date of taking possession.’ 
“ letters, was inducing the belief that he was a member of the plaintiff | said purchase was c on the 9th of August, 1905, when the 
“4 society, and thus injuring the plaintiff society in a way which entitled it | defendant gave a further undertaking to repay to the plaintiff a proper 
' to relief: Society of Accountants in Edinburgh v. tion of Accountants | pro of all such outgoings as were not taken into account on such 
- (Limited) (20 Scotch Sess. Oas., 4th series, p. 750). The defendant | completion. On the 10th of October, 1905, the plaintiff the sum of 
a association, by offering inducements to membership and holding out to | £15 in of the compensation ~ levied upon the said 
prospective members that they would be entitled to describe themselves as d payable under the provisions of the Licensing Act, 1904. The 
# ‘‘ incorporated accountants,’’ was injuring the members of the plaintiff | plaintiff claimed under the above-mentioned agreement und undertaking 
" society, and the plaintiff society was consequently entitled to relief. There | such proportion of the sum of £15 as was referable to the period from the 
ll must be an injunction restraining the defendants from using the term | Ist of January, 1905, to the 9th of om on the ground that the 
e ‘‘ incorporated accountants ’’ so as to induce the b:lief of membership of | said sum was paid in respect of the year 1905. The learned court 
- the plaintiff society contrary to fact. The defendants had not used the | judge held that the was paid in respect of the year from the 10th of 
at term with any intention of fraud.—CounsgL, Warmington, K.C., Rowden, | October, 1905, to the 10th of October, 1906, and that consequently nothing 
” K.0., and Kirby; H. Terrell, K.0., Ashton Cross, and Duka. Soxicrrors, | was due to the plaintiff under the defendant's undertaking. The plaintiff 
Norton, Rose, Norton, Farish § Oo. ; Tiddeman § Enthoven. appealed. Section 2, re peraps Bo the Act of 1904: ‘‘ Where quarter 
. ‘a sessions refuse the renewal of an existing on-licence under this Act, a sum 
= [Reported by F. Harpixaz Daxstor, Barrister-at-Law. | equal to the difference np shal be paid as compensation to the persone 
nterested in the licensed premises.” Section 3, sub-section 1: ‘‘ Quarter 
se Re JACOB (DECEASED). MORTIMER vo. MORTIMER. Parker, J. sessions shall, in each year . . . for the purposes of this Act impose, 
a Ist and 2nd Feb. in respect of all existing on-licences renewed in respect of premises within 
> Witt—GeneraL Power or Approrntment—Section 27 or Wits Act, | their area, charges at rates not exceeding . . .’’ Sub-section 2: 
- 1837 (1 Vier. c. 26). ‘Charges payable mane Oe seen in ty any Semen. shall be 
: : ; levied and id together with and as of the duties on the corre- 
he .. gag ey = boar ze he pig hoy! hae Senaee ee a anaes Se sponding ie licence, but a aud aoeien shall be kept by the 
nt will, 'y will s quea er sisters, or the survivors or survivor of f Inland Re f th S weiaeed te tae 
r them, ali stocks, shares, and securities which she possessed or to which she was mmissioners of In —— © es PS A 
ry quiitidl. bak ealddt to tr Decchandl's le 2 "mg ; charges in the area of any quarter sessions, and that amount shall in each 
in a bec usband’s life interest therein ; and she desired that id to thak cuuntee ji: in sions Git pales cute 
of after her hushand’s death the said stocks, shares, and securities should become the | Y°®™ i or q * Rule oun ling! ie b 
he absolute property in equal proportions of her said sisters. by the ete’ ~ — Ma é 1905. we 1 ng es = 
da Held, that the will operated so as to exercise the powers of appointment by virtue Treasury da the " < ed pieses. . ‘ude ad oak 6 
od of section 27 of the Wills Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 26). pointed out that the learned county court judge co that 
inasmuch as the compensation c were to oe a -y 
ms Originating summons. The object of this summons was to determine | the excise duty they must be paid for the same period—viz., 10th 
0 (inter alia) the following questions, viz.: (1) Whether the will dated the | of October to the 10th of October; but the section only supplied the 
19th of October, 1898, of Jane Gordon Jacob operated as an exercise of | machinery for collection. If the mts were right, a person 
the general power of appointment by will conferred cn her by a marriage | might pay compensation c es for a period from April to October, 
settlement made in 1862 in respect of the trust funds thereby settled, and | although the renewal of his licence had been refused in April. There 
N (2) Whether the said will of Jane Gordon Jacob operated as an exercise | was no hardship as regards the excise duty, because section 24 of the 
nd of the general power of appointment by will conferred on her by the will | Excise Licen Act, 1825, provided for the proportionate return of the 
of G. F. W. Mortimer in respect of the tegacy and share of residue thereby | excise duty. e mere fact that ——_ charges were to be paid as 
settled for her benefit. The will of Jane Gordon Jacob contained the | part of the excise duty did not make them the same rate for all . prapenee: 
following provision: ‘‘ Subject to my husband Edward Long Jacob's life | see Islington Borough Council v. London School Board (1903, 2 K. B. 354), 
ved interest therein and his enjoyment of the annual income thereof, I bequeath | where the was much stronger. Section 3, sub-section 1, of the 
yho to my sisters E, Mortimer, I. M. Mortimer, and L. Mortimer, or wo the | Act of 1904 simply said “‘in each year,’’ and there being no special 
vas survivors or survivor thereof, all stocks, shares, and securities which I | definition of ‘‘ year,’”’ he submitted the p year was from January to 
of possess, or to which I am entitled, and I desire that after the death of my | January. Counsel for the dent that the actual point was 
+a husband E. L. Jacob all such stocks, shares, and securities shall become | expressly left undecided by Walton, J., in the recent case of Malkin v. 
a the absolute property in equal proportions of my aforenamed sisters.”’ Rex (1906, 2 K. B. 886, at p. 8¥3), but evidently Walton, J., must 
t, Parker, J.—The question which I have to decide is whether the will of | have held that January to January at least was not e right period, ‘The 
Qi Jane Gordon Jacob opera so as to exercise two general powers of | Words of the section were quite explicit—viz., ‘Charges . . . shall 
y appointment which she had at her death. The words of the will are: | be levied and paid together with and as part of the duties on the corre- 
[His lordship read the provision set out above.] The will also contains | sponding excise licence.” There was nothing to prevent the compensation 
the the appointment of an executor. At the timeof her death the testatrix authorities refunding a portion of the charges if the licence was not 
ith had two general powers of appointment in respect of certain property | Tenewed. 
or which consisted of certain stocks, shares, and securities. Section 27 of Darune, J., said that the year could be understood in any of three 
to the Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26) enacts that a bequest of the personal estat» | ways—viz., the lst of January to the Ist of January, the 5th of A 
bY ; of a testator or any bequest of personal property described in a general | to the 5th of April, the 10th of October to the 10th of October. C) 
d), manner shall be construed to include any comaeal estate, or any personal | licences were renewed as from the 5th of April in any year, and there- 
ise, estate to which such description shall extend (as the case may bs) which | fore he thought the first period must be , because it was impossible 
or- he may have power to appoint in any manner he may think proper, and | to levy a charge on a renewed licence when it might turn out that the 
its shall operate as an execution of such power unless a contrary intention | licence would not be renewed. The objection to the 10th of October to 
ons shall appear by the will. It has often been said that this section was | the 10th of October was that the licence might not be renewed in the 
of designed to abolish the distinction between property which is a testatur’s | following April, so that a person would be charged on a licence which had 
for own property and property over which he has a power of appointment. | not been renewed for the full D asses for which the charge was levied, and 
‘he Is this gift a gift of property described in a general manner within the | there were no means to refund a portion. On the other hand, there was 
Ca meaning of section 27? In my opinion it is: Turner v. Turner (21 | no difficulty in the charges collected six months after they were due, 
the L. J. Ch., p. 843). No contrary intention within the section can be held | and although the section provided that the compensation charges and the 
bed to appear from the will. I therefore hold that, by virtue of section 27 of | duties on excise licences should be paid together, it also provided that they 
the the Wills Act, the will of Jane Gordon Jacob operated to execute the | should go into separate accounts. He considered that the most convenient 
its’ powers of appointment. I refer the period indicated by the provision as | period was from the 5th of April to the 5th of April, that being the period 
‘ith to ‘‘survivorship’’ to the time of the death of the testatrix.—Counset, | for which the licence was granted. The only objection to that period was 
by Adams ; Stokes, Saunders, and D. D. Robertson. Soxicrrons, Bell, Brodrick, | that the licensee might ge fe bps by not taking out his excise licence 
$ Gray. and giving up his licence. t that was not likely to occur, as the licence 
this {Reported by F. Harpixcz Daxston, Barrister=at-Law.] was a valuable asset, and the Act of 1904 was on su) 
va) that the licensee would not give up his licence. There would be judgment 
) v. for the appellant for the sum represented by the portion of the charges 
pon Hi h ¢ Ki ’ B h from the 5th of April to the 9th of August. 
eof 1g ourt ing S enc Paumore, J., agreed. — Counser, Whiteley; Bruce Williamson. 
d Di Ae 7 Soricrrons, R. J. Twyford; Martineau § Reid. 
was vision. [Reported by Maveiox N. Davcquer, Barrister-at-Law.} 
l to HORTON v. PENN. Div. Court. 14th Jap. 
lied Lacenstine Law—ComprnsaTion Cuarces—Yeak FoR wHich Levizp— ROBSON v. BIGGAR. Div. Court. 7th Nov.; 28th Jun. 
ro Licence—Excise Licence—Laicensine Act, 1904 (4 Ep. 7, c. 23), 8. 3, Disrress—Batiry—Disraees ron Sum Nor Excezpme £20—Cosrs or Levy 
a evn-sncrions 1, 2. —SrectaL Acreement sy Lanpionp ro Pay Batre Commission on 
had The charges, payable under section 3, sub-section 1, of the Licensing Act, 1904,| Amount Reatizep ny Levy—Dzsrress (Costs) Act, 1817 (57 Gao. 3, 
wed to constitute a fund to compensate persons, the renewal of whose licences have been| cc. 93), 88. 2, 3—D1sraess ron Rates Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vier. c 14), 
the refused by quarter sessions under section 2 of the said Act, are paid im respect of | ss. 1. 
sion the year Sch of April to the Sth of April. Held (Darling, J., dissentiente), that an agreement by a landlord with a 
r to Appeal from the county court of Middlesex holden at Bloomsbury. By | bailiff that the latter should retain out of the proceeds of the levy—which wus for 
ers. an agreement between the plaintiff and the defendant, dated the 11th of | a sum not exceeding £20—a commission over and above his as cole did 
bers July, 1905, the plaintiff agreed to purchase certain licensed premises from not come within section 2 of the Distress (Costs) Act, 1811, and the were 
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not bound to order and adjudge treble the amount of the moneys alleged to have been 
so unlawfully taken by @ complainant. 


Special case stated by Justices of Northumberland. A complaint 
had been brought before certain justices by the appellant Elizabeth 
Robson against the respondent John Biggar under section 1 of the 
Distress (Costs) Act, 1817 (57 Geo. 3, c. 93), charging that the respondent 
on the 10th of April, 1906, being employed at Monk Seaton to make a distress 
for rent, retained and took from the appellant charges exceeding the amount 
ot costs and charges allowed by statute. The appellant had signed an agree- 
ment with the respondent to pay him a commission of five per cent. over 
and above the statutory costs, and in accordance with the agreement 
respondent deducted 17s., which sum was five per cent. commission of the 
produce of the goods levied upon—namely, £17. The question was whether 
or not the deduction was unlawful, having regard to the provisions of the 
statutes of 57 Geo. 3, c. 93, and the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1888 
(51 & 52 Vict.c. 21). The Act of 1817 was passed, as the preamble shewed, 
to prevent excessive charges being made in the case of a distress, to the 
great oppression of poor tenants and others, and provided that no person 
making a distress for rent under £20 should have or receive out of the 
produce of the goods distrained or from the landlord any other or more 
costs and charges than those fixed and set forth in the schedule to the 
Act. Section 2, under which the proceedings were taken, empowered the 
justices to order treble the amount of the excess charges to be paid by 
the person offending, with costs. The statute of Victoria barred the 
scale, and by rules made thereunder (clause 15) provided that no person 
should be entitled to any fees, charges, or expenses for levying a distress 
other than those specified in the schedule to the rules. The question for 
decision of the court was whether, having regard to these provisions, the 

ment entered into between the appellant and the respondent was 
unlawful, so that it was compulsory upon the justices to make an order 
against the respondent in accordance with section 2 of the Act of 1817. It 
was argued for the appellant that this section was in the nature of a penal 
statute and must be construed strictly, and it was passed in order to 
revent excessive fees being levied, and that the words in section 1, ‘‘ shall 
ey take, or receive out of the produce or from the tenant 
distrained on or from the landlord,”’ applied to such charges. For the 
respondent it was argued before the justices that the penal words in 
section 2 were not sufficient to render illegal a special agreement for extra 
remuneration such as was made in this case. There were no words pro- 
hibiting contracts made contrary to the provisions of the statute, and there- 
fore the question was whether the object of the Legislature in imposing 
conditions was the maintenance of public order and safety or the protection 
of persons dealing with those on whom the conditions were imposed. Cur. 
adv, vult. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J., in delivering judgment, after stating the facts, 
said it was submitted that, in so far as the fees charged as of right by the 
bailiff against landlords or tenants, whether out of the proceeds or not, were 
concerned, the statute was undoubtedly passed for their protection, but it 
seemed to him not to be concerned with special bargains made between 
parties, and that the words in section 2 of the Act of 1817, relied 
on by the appellant were not sufficiently strong to render a special 
contract illegal, so as to make it imperative on the justices to make an 
order fining the respondent under the section in question. He therefore 
thought that the appeal must be dismissed, as in his opinion the justices 
were right in law in dismissing the complaint. ; 


Lord Alverstone then read a judgment of Rintey, J., in which he 
expressed his opinion that the appeal failed. 

Dauutna, J., regretted that he could not agree in the conclusion arrived 
at by his brethren. The Act of 1817 distinctly stated that brokers and 
others had of late made excessive charges to the oppression of poor 
tenants and others and it was expedient to check such such practices. 
From this he deduced that it was intended by the passing of the Act of 
1817 to protect landlords as well as tenants by means of the limited list 
of fees mentioned in the schedule. The statute enacted that for the doing 
of a variety of things, some of them for the exclusive benefit of the land- 
lord, no one in the position of the respondent shou!d take out of the proceeds 
of the goods distrained upon, or from the tenant, or from the landlord, or 
from any other person any more than the statutory charges. The landlord 
was mentioned by name among those whom the statute was designed to 
protect,and the protection given was not limited by the extent of the 
landlord or tenant’s interest in the produce of the goods seized. He came 
to the conclusion that the Legislature was in earnest in trying to end the 
mischief of making inordinate charges and the words in section 2, read with 
the preamble to the Act, satisfied him of it. That the Legislature would 
have thought that the end they obviously desired would have been 
obtained if the broker were still left free to make what bargain he could, 
was contrary to the view he entertained as to the intention of the 
Legislature. If the broker were free to bargain with the landlord he 
would be free to do so with the tenant, who was ina bad position to 
resist an exorbitant demand. The Act only applied in cases where 
not more than £20 was due, and as regarded larger sums or more com- 
plicated levies, brokers were left to make their own terms. If the fees 
allowed by the statute were not to be regarded as the obligatory maximum, 
the Act would amount to a mere recommendation to brokers to be moderate 
in their demands, surely a lame conclusion to follow so grandiose a 
preamble. He thought, for the reasons he had stated, that the appeal 
should be allowed. 

By a majority the appeal was dismissed with costs. Leave to appeal 
granted (Lord Alverstove, C.J., dubitante) if an appeal lay in such a matter. 
—Counsai, 4. €. F. Bolton. Soricrron, R. 8. Hopper, Whitley Bay. (No 
one appeared for the respondent.) 


[Reported by Easxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





Societies. 
Isle of Wight Law Society. 


The fourth annual meeting of this society was held in the Council 
Chamber of the Town Hall, Ryde (by permission of the Mayor and Corpo- 
ration), on Wednesday afternoon in last week, when there was a 
muster of members, although several, including the retiring president (Mr. 
R. Roach Pittis, J.P.) were unable, through illness and other causes, to be 

resent. 
" A cordial vote of thanks was passed to Mr. Pittis for his valuable services 
to the society since its formation. 

Mr. Charles Greaves Vincent, of Ryde, was elected president for 1907, 
and Mr. E. Wilson was re-elected hon. secretary and treasurer. The 
committee for 1907 consists of the following: Messrs. James Eldridge, 
Ernest J. Gunner, A. W. Drew, John Fardell, and H. Eldridge Stratton. 

Several questions of importance to the profession were dealt with, and 
amongst others a resolution was carried to the effect that additional sit- 
tings of the Island County Court are urgently required in the interests of 
suitors. It was further resolved that registrars of county courts 
should be given an absolute jurisdiction to deal with small cases with a 
view to relieving the present pressure on the judges. 





Wolverhampton Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held at the Law Library, 
Lich Gates, on Tuesday, the 29th ult., when the report of the council 
and the treasurer’s accounts for 1906 were read and adopted. 

The following officers were elected for the ensuing year: President, 
Mr ©. Byron; vice-president, Mr. R. Tildesley ; hon. treasurer, Mr. 
T. F. Waterhouse ; hon. secretary, Mr. R. Dallow ; hon. auditors, Messrs. 
G. M. Martin, M.A., and 8. W. Page. The following were elected to fill 
vacancies on the council: Messrs. OC. N. Wright, C. L. Adams, E. T. 
Cresswell, H. A. May, J. Pritchard, and J. W. E. Stirk. 

In accordance with the usual custom, the members of the society sub- 
sequently dined together at the Star and Garter Hotel, when there were 
also present the Mayor of Wolverhampton (Mr. Councillor A. B. Bantock), 
His Honour Judge Howard Smith, Mr. N. C. A. Neville (stipendiary 
magistrate), Mr. J. A. Lloyd (president of the Wolverhampton Chamber 
of Commerce), and Captain Burnett (chief constable). 





The Incorporated Law Society for Cardiff and 
District. 


The annual meeting of this society was held at the Town Hall, Cardiff, 
on Friday, the 25th of January last, the president (Mr. H. P. Linton) 
occupying the chair. There was a large attendance of members. 

The treasurer's accounts having been received and approved, the twenty- 
first annual report of the committee was considered and, after some dis- 
cussion, adopted. 

Mr. James Morgan was elected president, and Mr. Charles Evans vice- 
president, for the ensuing year, and Messrs. H. P. Linton, William 
Thomas, J. T. David, and H. T. Box were elected on the committee. 

A revised seale for the annual subscription recommended by the com- 
mittee was adopted, and the retiring auditor (Mr. C. E. Dovey) was 
re-elected. 

Votes of thanks were passed to the retiring president, the hon. 
treasurer (Mr. William Bradley), and the hon. secretary (Mr. Walter 
Scott) for their services during the past year. 

At the close of the meeting an extraordinary meeting was held, at 
which Mr. Jones-Lloyd proposed the appointment of a special committee 
for the purpose of framing alterations in the society's articles of associa- 
tion. Mr. William Thomas seconded the resolution, which gave rise to 
considerable discussion. Eventually the resolution, on being put to the 
meeting, was lost. 


The following are extracts from the twenty-first report of the com- 
mittee : 

Members.—The number of members of the society is now 141, and of 
subscribers to the library 15. 

The Society’s Library.—The society’s library has proved of great service 
to the members and subscribers during the past year, the number of 
issues of books in the twelve months amounting to 5,870. This is, of 
course, in addition to the innumerable references to the books made at the 
library without the removal of the books from the room. A list of the 
principal additions to the library made during the year is appended to 
this report. Within the next few weeks it is anticipated that the removal 
of the library from the Old Town Hall to the large and commodious rooms 
provided for it in the new Law Courts will take place. As soon as possible 
afterwards a new catalogue will be prepared and issued, and the regula- 
tions for the use of the library will be revised so that its use may be 
facilitated. The committee propose to establish a small reference library 
to consist of extra copies of some of the principal text-books and others 
which may be consulted in the library but not removed therefrom. The 
city council have kindly consented to place a telephone in the library for 
the use of members of the society. e instrument will be in the charge 
and under the control of the librarian, 

Legal Edueation.—Y our committee regret that no local articled clerk has 
obtained honours in the 1906 final examinations, and that the society's 


prize for that year cannot, therefore, be awarded. Mr. R. Y. Evans, who 
was elected as a member of the committee at the last annual meeting, 
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having resigned his seat, the committee, pursuant to clause 33 of the 
articles of association, elected Mr. L. J. Shirley to the vacant position. 
The subject of legal education in the district, in conjunction with the Law 
Society has been considered by the committee, but it has not been found 
practicable to deal with the matter. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 16th and 17th 


January, 1907 :— 
First Cxass. Hield, Herbert Adamson, B.A. 
Ashworth, Peter Ormerod (Oxon 


-) 
Hill, Alfred Roland, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Hill, Eric Walter 
Hill, William, B.A. (Camb.) 
John, Morgan 
Kelly, Hugh Cyril 
Kershaw, Geoftrey Goodier 
Lane, John Kirkland 


Clifton, Percy James 
Crutchtield, Henry 
De Buriatte, Ernest Arthur 
Gros, Gustave George 
Hughes, Hugh Burgess 
Passsp. 

Andrews, Arthur George 
Argyle, Harold Victor Langhorne, Albert Edward Asquith 
Ashton, Percival John “Lindsey, Thomas 
Batten, Nathaniel Prygge, B.A. March, Frank Percival 

(Oxon.) Marriott, Harold Henry, B.A. 
Bavin, Charles Henry (Camb.) 


Billinge, John Harold Miller, Ralph 
Bostock, Eric Lever Morant, Junn Gambier 
*Bowen, Charles Morris, Alfred 


Brown, Maurice Blumfield Morse, Percy Lap 
Burn, Roland Olive Wallace, B.A. Mountain, Bernard, B.A. (Camb.) 
Arthur 


(Oxon.) *Moylan-Jones, Reginald 
Butt, John Eede Withers 
Carlisle, Frank Munns, Leslie Cecil 


Chapman, Henry Robinson, B.A. Nutter, Randall Ughtred 
Oates, Geo: 


(Oxon.) , rge 
Cocks, Cyril Anderson O'Malley, Herbert Michial 
*Owen, Ivor Stanley 


Commin, Robert George 
Copeman, John Young “Parker, Milward Jason 
Pitt, William Pep 


Crook, William Edward perell 
Damant, Henry Kirkpatrick *Plackett, Charles Hubert 
Plaskitt, Hugh 


Davis, Edward William 
Druitt, James Victor Ramsbottom, Richard 
English, Richard Cornforth Rawcliffe, James Samuel Richard 
*Francis, Francis Archibald Doke 
Frank, Frederick Norman *Robinson, Beltran Ford 
Gardam, Maurice George Hart Rogers, Edward Ambrose Gordon 
Garrett, Douglas Thornbury, B.A. Sharpley, Basil 
(Camb.) Smaiies, Thomas 


Geare, Henry Leslie Sowerby, Richard Raine 
Graham, John Gerald Stone, Siene le Strange 
Green, Walter William Swinscoe, John Reginald 


Griffiths, Frederick Taylor, Herbert Clifford Brooke 
Grose, Thomas Alexander, B.A. Tinson, George Gwinnette Noble 
(Camb.) “Treasure, David John 
*Hamer, John Lawton Parry, B.A. Voss, Gordon Phillips 
(Uxon.) Wade, John Seymour 
Henry Edward, B.A. White, Reginald Walford 
Wilkins, Edwin John 
Wilson, Aleck Bevan Hutton B.A. 
Havers, Charles Somerset (Oxon.) 
Heaven, John Gyde Woolley, Henry Arnold 
Henderson, Archie Douglas Young, George Henry Vernon 


*These candidates have to satisfy the Examiners in Accounts and Book- 
keeping before receiving a Certificate. 


CANDIDATES FOR EXAMINATIONS IN ACCOUNTS AND 
BOOK-KEEPING ONLY, 


Trevor, B.A. Reed, Edward Baines, B.A., LL.B, 
(Camb.) 
B.A. Saxton, Clifford Soames, B.A. 
(Oxon. 
Stuart, B.A. Taylor, John Norman, B.A., LL.B. 
(Oxon.) (Camb. ) 
Hobson, Francis William Eland, Welch, James Reader 


Bolton, Edward 


Cheale, "Alexander Robert, 


LL.B, (Camb.) Whateiey Ellis George, B.A. 
Lander, John Vernon, B.A., LL.B. (Oxon.) ; 
(Camb,) 


FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
> aig at the Final Examination, held on the 14th and 15th January, 


Addie, Douglas Forrester Archer, Paul 

Allerton, John Kennedy Ashcroft, William, B.A. (Camb.) 

Annesley, Philip de Vere, B.A. Bainbridge, Thomas Benjamin 
(Oxon.) Baker, John Dunston Sherston 





Banni ter, William Wilson 
Baron, Stanislaus 

Bassett, John Cecil, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Bennett, Francis Charles 

Bliss, Wilfrid 

Bond, Alfred Dalton 

Booth, Edwin Robert 

Box, Richard Edward 

Brook, Walter Albert 

Burt, Howard Frank 

Carmichael, James Fell Scott 


Carter, George 

Chadwick, John Frederick 

Chambers, Alfred William 

Clark, Wilfrid John 

Coates, George Thomas 

Coates, Robert Harold 

Curtis, Henry George 

Davidson, Krnest Alexander, B.A. 
(Lond.) 

Dawson, John Kenneth Bousfield, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Day, Thomas Fairchild 

me Robert Coventry 

hodes, Stainslas Matthew 


Hastings 

Dickinson, William John Went- 
worth 

Dodds, Robert Carr 

Dodson, Fred Stanley 

Donne, Francis Henry 

Eccleston, Albert 

Fisher, Francis Templer 

Flower, Frank 

Foster, Horace Harford 

Garrett-Pegge, Robert Owen, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Godtree, Leslie Allison 

Green, William Proctor 

Greiner, Alfred Gotthelf 

Gunn, Sinclair Powell 

Hannay, Alexander Kay, M.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Harby, Ashley Robert Stephenson 

Hardman, Harold Payne 

Isherwood, Frederick Thomas Vin- 
cent, B.Sc, (Lond.), LL.B. (Liver- 

i 


pool) 
Johnson, Stanley 
Jones, William Herbert 
Lavington, Nevile Alfred Gwynn 
Lawrence, Norman 


Laxon, Frank 
Layton, Humphrey Benedict 
Lightbody, Malcolm Russell, B.A. 


Oxon.) 
Livesey, Richard Edmondson 
Lloyd, Albert Stewart, LL.B. 
(Liverpool) 


Ludbrook, Percy 

Marshall, George Si 

Martin, Uhristopher Wallwork 
Martin, Cyril Joseph 

Mears, Arthur sie 


Port, Herbert Walter 
a e Meyrick 


Read, a. Phitip Austin Ottley 
Reed, Andrew Gordon 


Rees, John Thomas 
Richardson, Nowell, B. B.A. (Oxon.) 
idgway, red Douglas 
Roberts, John Keeton 
Robinson, Vincent Hillier 
Rodenhurst, Vincent William 
Senge, Fe age 
ger, n 
Sargent, Reginald William Fitz- 


Gerald 
Saywell, Bennett Greasley 
don, John 


Seddon, Jo 
Sell, Wilfrid Hazell, B.A. (Camb.) 
Smith, Edgar Emile Bradley 
Smith, Edward Arthur Last 
Smith, John Frederick 
Smith, Turberville 
Taylor, sop es rod 
Taynton enry 
Tearle, Ralph Grenville 
Tewson, Donald Cameron 
Topham, Ernest Kruger 
Turner, Montagu Trevor 
Vornberger, Frank 
Walsh, ohn Lister 
Ward, "Percy John 
Warner, Stephen Alfred, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 
wor a 
eir, Charles Spottiswoode 
Wilkinson, James 
Williams, John 
Williams, Uwen Henry Moulsdale 
Wilson, Edward wenn. Op, B.A. (Uxon.) 
Woodgate Frank Messenger 
Worsley, Ey nate Howard 
Worsley, William 
Wright, Edmund Lancelot 
Young, John Arthur 





Law Students’ Societies. 


BrrmincHaM Law Srupents’ Socrery.— Jan. 29.—Mr. Edward Evershed 
in the chair.—A joint debate was held with the Liverpool Law Students’ 


Association. The following question was discussed : 


“That the House 


of Lords as at ee constituted is opposed to the interests of the 


country.”’ 


L. Cook, B.A., of Liverpool, opened the debate, and 
Mr. W. H. ro Sharp, B.A., of Birmingham 


foliowed in the negative. 


‘Lhe speakers for the affirmative were Messrs. W. Kentish pee 
M. E. Barne, B.A. (Liverpool), A. R. O'Connor (Birmingham), T. 


Owens (Birmingham), and H. 8. Hall (B 


ham) ; and for the Ht. 


Messrs. D. Aukland, LL.B. ate gine Sy G. . Springthorpe (B 
H. ©. Maclean (Liverpool a 3 


ham), T. H. Bethel ’(Birmingham), and 


lost. After a vote of thanks to the chairman th 


chairman summed up, and the resolution, on one put to the need mee 
e meeting closed. ug, 
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Obituary. 
Judge Mansel Jones. 


Judge Mansel Jones, who had a paralytic stroke while sitting at Sheffield 
County Court on Wednesday the 30th ult., died on Saturday, the 2nd inst. 
He was the son of Herbert George Jones, sometime Judge of Clerkenwell 
County Court. Born in 1836, Judge Mansel Jones was called to the bar in 
1859, and was a reporter on the staff of the Weekly Reporter from 1860 to 
1864. He pract on the South-Eastern Circuit, and was for many years 
counsel to the Board of Trade in wreck inquiries, and since 1885 com- 
missioner for the trial of municipal election petitions. He was appointed 
a County Court Judge, Ciscuit No. 13, in 1902. 


Mr. Markham Spofforth. 


Mr. Markham Spofforth, who died on Saturday, the 26th ult., in his 82nd 
year, had been a Senior Taxing Master in Chancery since 1876. He was the 
second son of Mr. 8. Spofforth, of Newfields, near Howden, Yorkshire, and 
was born in 1825, being educated at Barnsdale. At the request of Lord 
Derby and Mr. Disraeli Mr. Spofforth undertook the reorganisation of the 
Conservative party, and continued to act as principal Conservative agent for 
twenty years. At the time Mr. Spofforth undertook this work, rendered 

by Peel's loss of the support of the Conservative party by obtain- 
ing the repeal of the Corn Laws, all the leading Tory agents had refused 
to act, and only about forty recognized the Carlton Club. The result was 
that new legal agents had to be appointed throughout the counties and 
boroughs of England. Mr. Spofforth was twice married, first, in 1858, to 
the daughter of the late Mr. J. C. Loudown, aud secondly, in 1896, to the 
widow of Colonel Mellor, M.P. 


Sir Godfrey Lushington. 


We regret to announee that Sir Godfrey Lushington, who was so 
long connected with the Home Office, first as counsel, afterwards as 
Assistant Under-Secretary, and finally as Under-Secretary of State, 
died on the 5th inst. at his residence at 34, Old Queen-street, S.W 
Sir Godfrey Lushington was a member of a family which has had, 
and stili has, many representatives at the bar and in the public 
service. His grandfather, the first baronet, of South Hill Park, Berks, 
was chairman of the East India Company ; his father, Sir Stephen’s second 
son, was the Right Hon. Stephen Lushington, M.P., the eminent civilian 
Judge of the Admiralty and Chancellor of the Dioceses of Rochester and 
London ; and one of his uncles was the late Mr. Charles Lushington, M.P. 
for Westminster. Sir Godfrey was the fifth and youngest son of Mr. 
Stephen Lushington, and was born in March, 1832. He was educated at 
Rugby and at Balliol College, Oxford, where he obtained a first class in 
classical moderations in 1853, and a first in lit. hum. in 1854, being also 
placed in the fourth class in the final school of mathematics. In 1858 he 
was elected a Fellow of All Souls, and in the same year he was called to 
the bar by the Inner Temple. In 1869, being then a barrister of eleven 

ears’ standing, he was nominated counsel to the Home Office; in 1876 he 
me Assistant Under-Secretary, and in 1885, he was appointed Permanent 
Under-Secretary. He retired in 1895. After leaving the Home Office 
he accepted nomination and served for a time as an alderman of the Loudon 
County Council. He resigned the aldermanship in 1898. Sir Godfrey 
received the Knight Commandership of the Bath in 1892, and was further 
decorated with the G.C.M.G. in 1899. He married, in 1865, Beatrice Anne 
Shore, daughter of Mr. Samuel Smith, of Combe Hurst, Surrey. 








Legal News. 


General. 


The retirement of Mr. Alexander Mortimer from his position as one of 
the reporters for the Law Reports, in a division of the Court of Appeal, 
deprives the court and the profession generally of his valuable services. 
Mr. Mortimer’s long eareer as a reporter on the Law Reports, extending over 
thirty-one years (twenty-one of which have been in the Court of Appeal), is 
known to and appreciated by all, and he has left his mark iu the Law 
Reports by a number of reports of which the literary style and finish, 
eombined with accuracy, are distinguishing charactesistics. His unvarying 
courtesy and kindness to all those whose duty it was to report in the same 
court with him will always be a pleasant recollection, and his retirement 
is felt by them as a personal loss. From 1865 to 1869, Mr. Mortimer was 
on the staff of the Weekly Reporter. 


“E. L. B.,” writing to the Times with reference to the late Judge Mansel 
Jones, recalls the fact that he rowed stroke of the Cambridge boat which 
defeated Oxford in the sensational race from Mortlake to Putney in the 
year 1856. ‘‘ This victory,”’ he says, ‘‘ was all the more creditable to him 
from the fact that in the course of the race Cambridge had to ‘ easy all’ 
twice on account of a formidable crab caught in the midships of their 
boat, which resulted in their ship being half-filled with water (I quote 
from @ contemporary record). It may be noted that there were three 
double Blues in these crews, of whom two—namely, Canon McCormick, 
rector of St. James’s, Piccadilly, and G. Bennett, are happily still with us, 
Having been a spectator of this, one of the closest contests which have 
ever place between the Universities, I hope it is not out of place for 
me to record the above facts.’’ 


The president (Mr. Henry Attlee), the vice-president (Mr. E. K. 
Blyth), and the Council of the Law Society entertained a large party 
at dinner at the Society’s Hall on Wednesday evening. Among 
the guests the following were present: The Lord Chancellor, the 
Master of the Rolls, Mr. Justice Joyce, Lieutenant-Colonel Sir 
Arthur Bigge, Sir George Lewis, Sir W. 8S. Prideaux, Sir John 
Watney, Mr. J. Eldon Bankes, K.C., Mr. A. Macmorran, K.C., Mr. 
Adrian Pollock, Mr. G. W. Tallents (Mayor of Westminster), Mr. A. M. 
Galer, Mr. C. G. Goschen, Mr. C. H. Morton, Mr. B. A. Cohen, Dr. John 
Attlee, Mr. J. A. Druce, Mr. Harold Brown, Mr. T. Withers, Mr. J. A. 
Howard Hooker, Mr. A. E. Savill, Mr. Gordon W. Turner, Mr. J. F. W. 
Galbraith, Mr. T. T. Blyth, Mr. J. Kershaw, jun., Mr. H. Warren Jones, 
Mr. C. E. Haselfoot, Mr. E. T. Hall, Mr. F. G. Evan Jones, Mr. W. F. 
Cunliffe, Mr. W. Dowson, Mr. J. B. Hartley, Mr. R O. Cane, Mr. Weeden 
Dawes, Mr. W. W. Paine, Mr. M. J. Greener, Mr. P. Gellatly, Mr. G. A. 
Parton, Mr. A. E. Cowley, Mr. T. J. Edwards, Mr. J. J. Withers, Mr. 
J. E. Williamson, Mr. A. J. M. Duncan, Mr. H. B. Lawford, Mr. E. E, 
Crundwell, Mr. G. C. Whiteley, Mr. G. H. Rigby, Mr. Williamson, Mr. 
Bucknill, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Sinclair. The following members of the 
Council were also present: Mr. Barker, Mr. Bristow, Sir Henry Fowler, 
M.P., Mr. Gillett, Sir John Gray Hill, Sir John Hollams, Mr. Johnson, Mr. 
Margetts, Mr. Morrell, Mr. Rawle, Sir A. K. Rollit, Mr. Samson, Mr 
Trower, Mr. Turner, Mr. Wightman, Mr. Winterbotham, Mr. Cullimore, 
Mr. Eggar, and Mr. Longmore. 


The London County Council give notice that the Board of Agriculture 
and Fisheries have, by the Dogs Order, 1906, made under section 2 
of the Dogs Act, 1906, revoked Article 10 of the Rabies Order of 
1897. The regulations made thereunder by the council providing for 
the muzzlng of all dogs not under the control of any person and not 
wearing a collar upon which the name and address of the owner 
are legibly inscribed are accordingly also revoked. The council, under the 
provisions of the Dogs Order, 1906, made, on the 22nd of January, 1907, 
the undermentioned regulations to take the place of those which the order 
revokes: (1) No dog shall be allowed to be in any highway or place of 
public resort unless wearing a collar with the name and address of the 
owner inscribed on the collar or on a plate or badge attached thereto, 
provided that this regulation shall not apply to any pack of hounds, or 
any dog while being used for sporting purposes, or for the capture or 
destruction of vermin, or for the driving or tending of cattle or sheep; 
(2) the expression ‘* highway’’ and the expression ‘“‘place of public 
resort ’’ in these regulations shall include any place to which the public 
have, for the time being, access, whether on payment or otherwise ; (3) 
if any dog found in a highway or in a place of public resort is not wearing 
a collar as prescribed by these regulations, the owner of the dog and the 
person for the time being in charge thereof, and the person allowing the 
same to be in the highway or in the place of public resort in contravention 
of these regulations, shall, each according to and in respect of his own 
acts and defaults, be deemed guilty of an offence against the Diseases of 
Animals Act, 1894; (4) these regulations shall take effect and be in force 
on and after the Ist of February, 1907. 


Mr. Henry C. Trollope, F.S I., in a letter appearing in the Zimes of the 
6th inst., says: ‘‘ May I be permitted to call serious attention to the want 
of proper accommodation for juries in waiting at the Law Courts? Much of 
the building is most unfortunately and inconveniently arranged; but I 
venture to suggest the central hall, which is usually a howling wilderness 
—there are two people in it at the moment of writing (noon)—might be 
made more use of, and suitable arrangem-nts provided for the convenience 
and comfort of those whose attendance has been requisitioned. In con- 
spicuous positions about the hall might be several electric signs, with bells 
controlled by the various courts, and when occasion arises the signal could 
be made, ‘ Court 7—jury required,’ in much the same way as division bells 
are rung in various rooms and buildings in connection with the House of 
Commons. The congested state of the courts themselves would be relieved 
from the useless attendance of the unfortunate jury in waiting, who in 
many cases have to stand about for hours in draughty, badly-lighted 
passages and gangways. There is another important point which could be 
readily improved, and that with slight trouble—namely, the enlargement 
of the jury boxes, which are far too cramped —in fact, the present accom- 
modation of the boxes in question is calculated to occupy jurymen’s minds 
with feelings of resentment at the treatment meted out to them, whereas 
their whole attention should be centred on the cases on which their verdict 
is sought. Four important days have I had fruitlessly cut up owing to the 
antiquated arrangements for calling the jury, the discomfort of which 
might readily have been in some degree mitigated by the adoption of some 
such measures as I have indicated, with the addition ofa properly appointed 
restaurant with smoking-room and retiring-room attached.” 


In charging the grand jury for the county of Devon, on the 4th inst., 
says the Times, Mr. Justics Darling said that he had been asked to mention 
a matter which, he was told, had given rise to a very considerable difference 
of opinion amongst magistrates and other Ay in the county, and 
especially among those who were summoned to attend on grand juries. 
He had been asked to consider that matter in order to put at rest re 4 
doubts that might exist upon it; and before he had made up his min 
what to say he had consulted the other judges of the King’s Bench 
Division. What he was going to say was with the assent of them all, and 
was the expression of their collective opinion. A question had arisen 
whether, when bills came before a grand jury, the foreman of the grand 
jury was alone to be made acquainted with the fact that a bill, as was 
sometimes the case, charged previous convictions against the person against 
whom the bill was presented. He was given to understand that some had 





thought it was the o roamgeled greys alone to be made acquainted with 
the previous convictions, that the other members of the grand jury 
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The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale, 
Reversions, Lire Interests, Lire Pouiciss, &c. 


Mesers. H. E. Foster & Caanrizcp held their usual F Bale (No. 823) of the 
above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., ureday last, when the 
foliowing lots were sold at the _soaaieamaaaes the toxal azaoust realized being £7,300. 


ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS 








To One-eighth ot Consols ond Property... ... ee 
To £2,397 ... eee eee eee oes ooo oes ooo ove «+ =. gp, 2,210 
‘o ian ee cee ooo eve ove ooo ooo ose ~~ 6 250 
ee Ee ee Oe eae 
LIF& INT“REST in Freeholds in Berkshire; aloo REVERSION to 
Same Fund ... ove - eo ove oe oe ose ee |) 
POLICIES : 
For aes és ove os es - ove o- gp 
For »» ©2270 
PATENTS. 8 STOCK, &e., of the Patent Plastic ‘Bust Syndicate (Limited) » 470 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fatpay, Feb. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep ux Cuanopry. 
up, presented Jan 28, 


Cawaptaw Rattways Frxance Co, ey — 
directed to be bh Feb 12. Preston, 
Seen Sams the thove anna octane teanedaetres 
Coorzs, Box & Co, Laurep (1x Vo.uwrary Liquipation) - tne ea or 
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clog for pemere"N ep ear- 


st, 
the above-named not later than 6 O'clock in the afternoan of Feb 11 


Gagsipz, aa & Co, Laurrso—Peta for ae direc‘ ed to be 


ot the Geenty Court Hisense, Dod exh Foon 
Halifax, solors for petne:s. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named nut 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Feb 13 
Carvus & Bos, Louse — Fete ior winding up, directed to be heard Feb 12, at 10.30, 
J , Fore st, Moorgate Notice of must reach the 


oseph 
above-named not later thas ¢ 60 ehock tn in afternoon of we of Beb 
Great Onwreat Gasace, Lonrep (tx Laquepation) —Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 8, to <ong eu omen and ani full particulars of their Gebielor claims, 
to Frederick W iliam Lord, 87, Walbrook. Ly Ayaan 


or liquidator 
BG B Poses Sheree Con oe oe 





and addremes, and the particulars of “aebes claims, to wt Hectic, 
names or 
94, Redeliffe hquidator 
wien sd thet dente wh 
dnd addromea, aod the pric of claims, to James Edwara Uvetello, 
uotens & Co, cancege (of welene- Cates are ou or before Feb 14, to 
eend their names and rticulars of their or claims, to Robert 
William Hope Bunt, 15, st, “abet Eaten 
Mascarstean axp Mitrornn Exoirerrtxo Go, TED poten oe pe ely vem 
ape Magee St to send their names may stem ~ debts or 
Wm. felix Poole, 2i, Conduit pl, Spring ne eae 


+ Aten Co, Liurreo—Credigors are 
addresses, and the particulars 


~ the of t ated on or bare ‘March to send ‘hi 





sddeesme, onl the of their debts or claims, to C H Bevan, 88, Mostyn st, 


Sen 


Bteer, Cas Cugle Hou Dee 2 Beker, E 
Petn for na i, aes 
sma fr Ea 


acai mica Feb. 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep m Cuancery. 
Ascentixe Rattway b epee nn Co, Liarrep Or. d'tors are ey wy on or —o 
March 16, to send their names 8 ee Sout 


to Wilham Barclay ae 
Buiaxey Broruers, Lanes Creditare Oi on or before March 2, to send thie 
names and addresses, and the fare of their thats’ debte Gr claims, to Richa. PEN 
Victoria et, Ni — 
sche Zo ai Beuchat SOEs Det 
‘or petners. appearig must res Tater than 


G. B. Morea, Limirep (ix Votortany Lousmareen)- ¢ Creditors are requirei, on 
claims, soma Beene Genial Blige, oundry ot: Han Hanley, Geukeee ve 
= Grover, Sou, & Co, Liurrap (18 women. fp sere pe aye wm) 
or before March 15, to send their names and addresses, and full particulars of their 
Gebts or cinime, to Weddington, Bradiord, solor for liquidators 
Livereoot Avorn scaniszs Co, Liatreo—Creditors are required, on or before March 12, to 
sead their names and addresses, and and the partionlars of ther debes or clnima to Mr 
er Milligan, 44, Castle st, st, Liverpool. Collins & Co, Liverp ol, solors fur 
Perer Mitwer & Sons, Laurrep (1s Votustany Liguipatiox) —Creditors are on 
0 ee ee ee es eke ta eee of shale aabee 
or claims, to Harry Hackett, 71, ‘Temple row, Birmingham. & Ellison, Birming- 
ham, solors for liquidator 
Sure Saare anv Iwsurance Co, Limtrzo (1x Votustany Liquipaties)—Creditors are 


required, on or before Feb 28, to send their names and addresser, and the ot 
their debts or to Richard O Amlot, 7, Southwark st, Gresham & Cv, Old Jewry 
chmbrs, solurs for liquidator 
Sxacwar Bay Association, Liurcrep (1x Laguipati0x)—Creditors are yey 
{before March 1, to send their names and addresses, the particulars of or 
to F; Drake Leslie, 74, Coleman st, liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cuam, 
Condon Gasute.—Tussvar, Jan. 22. 
Arcam, Arsasoes Tpamne, Clarita, Initio, Bewisten wt Kaw March 1 Morgan & Ca; 


Benny, Se Sn ee, eee eee March 9 Cook & 


Baton, Mary Axx, Croydon jad 14 Ce ee 
Bearer, Exity Senay, OSs March 4 sSgemh 6 Co, adage 
Briackxsit, Witiiam, Leeds oe ba is Srott & ‘route Taraballs Lads 

Buackis, Jamns, becmaiat fob Shaen Feb Boutt & yao panel Leeds 
Crarx, Tuomas, Goswe' te Tobacovaist 

pans Ass Ni 

Bi1is, James, Feb 18 Scott & Ye rarabell, Leeds 
Favpmas, Faaxo Park Feb 28 

Fivvary, Samust, Brith, Feb18 Wood, 
Ginns, Joux Grouos, Strestham Febi4 Muller & Co, 
Gisson, Jonn, on Thames Feb 24 





ox, Cheetham, 
Tox, Joux, Rainbill, Lance Feb 26 

Seaene tia THERINE Maup, Wentowerth Mak’ Kunbers & Boatman, Lombard st 

Howe.t, Cuasces Eowaap, Bhiewport Becriew, Montgomery, Solicitor March 90 


earsley, W 
Hor.z, Janes, Oldham March 1 Wotnes © Sen, Coen 
ae 1 ~ see Henry, Wyneham rd, Herne Hill Feb 28 Hurford & Taylor, Bed- 


M Tuomas Luasx, Liverpool, Joiner Feb 28 
Mountain, Jauss, Harewood, Yak, Gardenet Neb 16 gate 


Paskis, Josuru, 


Putty Aeon a git ee ea oe 

BARCE, RY JAN 

PLawr Wineooss en ty oy Sons, eon Mare 
Postass, — pny —— few y tty Holbeach 


Pows.' big rem Victoria 


Paios, Joux, Liandaff Boe «& 
Rios, Evizaperu, , a dy col fina Park C.osse & Sons, Lancaster pl, 


Roxuinsos, Cuaares, Chi 
Saaw, Kare Bakes, Walworth 
Suaw, Many Auxeg, Walton, 
Sreaay, ALraep, 
Srerags, Jovian 


Tourist ed 
ompson, Ep , or 
W. x Sa 
Wait, Join, Howson, = Avsart, Northumberland, sls, Rermer, Fob 10 Alin iis F Sere, Hess & Co, Neweastie on 
Witiams, Evwaep eee —— rey = pee epee Wellingborough 




















1 118 Leadenhall 
Wane LaurTeo —Creditore are vequired, on or before Feb 28, to send their namse and 


)} Corpury, Sasan Axx ‘ 
Rugby 


fication th eS es vet 

en ee. 

Besuvitt, : & doriven, 

Barweres, Manianth Avevsrta, aes Ga Lasse com ae ieirs Bs & Co, 
Derwone, Suatnas Gane, Brighten Feb 23 Gaulez, 

Bowwact Join, Foret Hal ' otohane en Mart 30 ov Go, Oe Histen's pl 
Cuoaney, Diax March 9 Stone & Uo, Bath £ 
Cavoo, Many, Berestagio Feb 23 ‘Rule & On, Rarnatape ae 
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Cox, Joux Axpersox, Castellain rd, Maida Vale March8 Harston & Bennett, Bishops- 


gate W 
Dene, Watter Moteswoatn, Lokoja Nigeria Feb 23 Toller & Co, Barnstaple 
Dowsixo, W: , Doncaster, Ee telee Feb 22 Taylor & Capes, Doncaster 
Et.sor, Josern, North Shields, aaider March 5 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle on Tyne 
Exus, ‘Avice Ayn, Manchester March7 Batt: t, & Co, Manchester 

Evans, Susannan Evizaseru, Trevaccoon, Pembroke "Feb 18 Price & Scn, Haverford- 


Frarxcu, Right Hon Wary Axxe Baroness, Merrion, Dublin March 1 Slaughter & 
Cc ve, Arunde st, Strand 
Fisar REDERICK ALrnep, Brighton, Physician Feb 25 Tatham & Lousada, Old 


st 
ne eee Br acxstoxz Coxayne, Market Lavington, Wilts April 1 Radcliffe, 
Te Joux, Tunbridge Wells, Builder March 9 Stone & Co, Tunbridge 


Havyovar, Many, Burnbam, Bucks Feb 28 Monier-Williams & Robinson, Gt Tower st 

Haanis, Jous, Southampton, Electrician March8 Hallett & Martin, Southampton 
aRisox, Jonx, Muswell Hill rd, Highgate, Tobacco Pipe Manufacturer Feb 21 

Clarke . Dancan st, Islington 

Horwoop, Susayx Fawn y, Middleton Feb15 Lewin & Co, The Sanctuary, Westminster 

Hu.ae, Josersu, Moorside, Oldnam, Lancs Merch4 I sopgbottom & Sons, Halifax 

Jounson, Many Jane, Leicester Bo Borough Asylum March 13 Toller & Pochin, Leicester 

Kiapr, Rev Wu.t1am Wepon, Beaconsfield Feb 28 Peake & Co, Bedford row 

Lawuex, Joseru, Norwich Feb 24 Bi th, Norwich 

Liscomse, Lucy "ANN, Ryde, lof W h 25 Bone & Co, Devonport 

Livesey, Faeprrick Witi1am, Withington, Manchester March 8 Bowden & Livesey, 


Manchester 

Mackrnsox, Arice, Pipe Gate, Woore, Salop Feb 28 Upton, Market Drayton 

Mansur, Epwin, Leicester, Painter Feb7 T Manship and C H Dale, Leicester 

Me.vitiz, Wiwiiam, Trump st Feb 25 Smith, Finsbury sq 

Moa.ey, Exizaseru , Sowerby, nr Halifax Feb 22 Shaw, Hebden Bridge 

Nic#ou,, Wittrax ApPLeyARD, Halifax March 9 Clarkson & Buckley, eralifax 

Peace, Fre erick Bedford row March 15 Peake, Bedford row 

Pearson, Wittiam Jons, Stockton on Tees, Contractor at Ironworks Feb 28 Pearson, 
Holt, Norfolk 

Partrs, Geonce, Bristol Feb25 Tackett, Bristol 

Rion, Georor, Brighton Feb24 Woolley & Bevis, Brighton 

Roserts, Marcaret Axx, Carnarvon Feb23 Carter & Co, Carnarv 

Mossirar, James Taomas, Coleman st, Solicitor March 1 Rossiter & Odell, Coleman st 

Russe.t, Evizapets, Willesborough, nr Ashford, Kent Feb 28 Cook & Ellis, Mark In 

Satoawatt, Feawx, Gravelly Hill, nr Birmingham Feb 28 Cotterell & Son, Birmingham 

Scort, “vwarp, 8 Albans, Straw Hat Manufacturer Feb 15 Robinson, st Albans 

Smackt nTon, Mary, Halifax Feb1 Horner & Sampson, Bradford 

Saaw, Fpwarp Artucr, Stoke upon Trent, Potter March8 Knight & Sons, Newcastle 

Suaw, Wit11am, Hawes, Yorks Feb9 Swarbreek & Willan, Hawes, 80, Yorks 

Suxaeuayn,Garace Swanston, Southsea March1 Allen, Portsmouth 

Srainoarte, Evizapetu, Ferniea rd, Balham Feb 23 Lanfear & Co, Cannon st 

TANGER, Jou Benepict, Lancaster Feb 21 Holden & Co, Lancaster 

JTEAD, Joseriu, Heckmondwike Feb19 Ibberson, Heckmondwike 

fuomas, Marcarkt, Gloucester March 30 C & W Kenshole, Aberdare 

T'Hompsox, Joux, Stanhope, Durham, Solicitor Feb 8 Thompson, Stanhope 

—_*— Pevuam, jun, Southsea, Builders’ Merchant March 1 Allen, 


Woon, Sauvzt, Saltaire, Ship!ey, Yorks, Labourer Feb 20 Atkinson, Shipley 
London Gazette.—Tvorspay, Jan. 29, 


—* —<") Harry Jonx, Hamburg, Merchant Feb 16 Plankett & Leader, St Paul’s 
ur 
App.etoy, Gothen, Landewednack, Cornwall, Surgeon March 9 Tyacke, Helston 
AgsuTanot, Huan Goves, Gt 8t Helens Feb 28 Francis & Johnston, Gt Winchester st 
Astiey, Jouys Crank, Urmston Feb 26 Orford & Sons, Manchester 
ArTx1se0n, Isape tra, Pilling, Lancs Feb 28 Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 
SALMFOKTH, Tuomas, St Albans, Engineer Feb 28 Brown, Luton 
Baxnister, Emma, Elspeth rd, Battersea March 4 Corsellis & Berney, Wandsworth 
Bares, Javez, Ilkeston, Licensed V: Victualler Feb8 Thorpe, Ilkeston 
Brwxerr, Wii Henry, Fairfield, Derby March 12 Bennett & Co, poen 
Cat.ow, Baineer, Formby, Poultry Baleswoman Feb 28 O'Hare, Li 
Canxixcrom, Jonn Cuaaies, Eastbourne March 2 Boyce, Winchester 
Canyon, Eanest Water, ag Stationer Feb28 Hocombe, John st, “Bedford row 
Cannon, Henry, Little Heath, H erts, ver Feb 23 Hocombe, John ' st, Bedford row 
Casz, Catueniwe, Brook st, Southwark Feb 28 Langbams, Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn 
Caapuis, Cecit Horace, Taplow, Bucks March 12 on & Son, Carlisle st , Soho sq 
=— Euszs, Plaistow, Resex Essex Wo 4 Fraser & Son, st, Bl 

CKSHANK, JAMES, naught hy 8 Edwards & Sons, Moo te tt 
Davrss, Haxxan Soruia, Newhiead Feb'23 _ F.-4 Warwick ct, Gray’s inn ie 
Seay ae aencow, Middleton Tyas, nr Richmond, Yorks Feb 11 Clayton & Gibson, 


on Tyne 
ene ae Clapham Park rd, Clapham, Beerhouse Keeper Feb 27 Whiteley, High 
uthwark 
Fost, Gronce Axpaews, Chingford, Eesex, Baker March2 Pedley & Co, Bush In 
Geatuine, Danizt, Troedyrhiw, lacksmith Feb 28 Reynolds, Merthyr Tydfil 
Gaanau, Tuouas, Dearham, Cumberland, Beerhouse Keeper Feb 26 Crerar & Mason, 


Guest, Ev1za, Kingston upon Hull Marchi Mo , Hull 

Hatt, @anan, Grove Park, Chiswick March? Underwood & Co, Holles st, Cavendish eq 
Hayes, Henny, Barnsbury, Cab Proprietor Feb 25 Clarke & Oo Duncan st, =, Sanne 
Hexp, Axx, Caney. ( Cumberland Feb21 Clark & Son, Broughton i in Farn 

utton Buscel, Yorks, Builder March 1 W & W 8 Drawbridge, Sear- 


Hiogs, Joux Coverpare, Gray's innsq Feb28 Wigan & Co, » Geng" inn sq 
Jonzs, Mani ereford March8 Fox & Co, Fictoria 
Jure, Jonx, ilts March31 Ballantyne, Leadenhall hd 

¥, Sanau tae Bolton, Lancs, lier March 23 Fairbrother, Bolton 
Kevty, Evizasera ~ Ram: March 12 Harrison, Bedford row 
Krak, Joux, Brixton hill March "Pownall & Go, Staple inn, Holborn 
Maxtix, Mary, Patcham, or Brighton March 7 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

MAN, CATHERINE, Knuteford, Chester Feb28 Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
, Nort Hay, Woulsford, Berks Feb 28 Morrell & Co, Oxford 
Monten, Mantua, Hiloott North Newnton, As April 1 Radcliffe, Devizes 
Movssey, Gronce, K , Cumberland ounsey & Co, Carlisle 
Movunsry, Jucia Grace Jessie Janz, Carlisle ‘Mar March 1 Mou & Co, Carlisle 
Newson, Axx, Howgrave, nr Ripon, Yorks March 9 Edmu ~~ Bed & Gowland, Ripon 
Pacxen, Joszra James, Portsmouth March2 Blandy & Chambers, Reading 
Pamr, Epwarp Rawiinos, Plymouth Feb 23 Bond & Pearce, Plymouth 
Szspman, ALLison, Burniston, Yorks, Blacksmith Feb6 Watts & Co, Scarborough 
Seman, eyes on oar {anasesaan, Ferntree Gully, Victoria, Australia Breb 28 
ft 

1Lu1AM Suaw, Tadcaster, Yorks, Rug Manufacturer Feb 25 Scott & 














Sinaietox, 


Sravvaap, Witt, , Somerset, Yeoman March 30 Fedden, Bristol 

Srimzax Exizaneru, Iton le Fylde Lan Gaulter, Fleetw 

Tana,Ogutsa, Bristol March 25 Kon oo: hy 7” 

ae James, Withington, hos aay March Marriott & Co, Manchester 
ng eg Cotuis, ah i E. Feb s neer, Nottingham 


Scarborough 1 WE 8 De brid 
Wazsom, Janna’ Leeda, Rotate Agent March 3 Crombie & Tees, York 


London aaaeetiendin Feb, 1. 


Baus, Narrietos, Richmond, Wool Broker March 15 Montagu & Co, Bucklersbury 








waster James, Horsham Feb 28 * = & Walters, F Brae 
TROLOMEW, Huan, East Molesey Repheards insbury 
Backers, Cuanvorrs, Gloucester st, Pimlico March 1 Ye dane". & Co, Vincent sq, 
estminster 
ere = eget Millman st, Bloomsbury, Civil Engineer March 2 Blyth & Co, O14 


Bevay, she dial Sypes, Penarth,Glam March 14 Thomas & Co, Swansea 

Bisuor, Grorce, Ashley . Victoria st March 4 Foss & Blount, *¥-nchureh st 

Boor, James Rovoeas, ‘well, Derby, Dra March 30 F&H hn oe Bakewell 

Bourse, Epwarp, Child’s Ercall, Balop 11 Upton, Market Drayton 

Buraess, Sorta Louisa, Greyhound x Streatham 14 Francis & How, Chesham 

Byrxor, Wiuram, Seldown, P: oole, Dorset March 13 Eldridge, ao 

Cvanke, Haneierre, Macclesfield March 20 fale & Co, Manches 

Cock, bt mew md yr ay, a een Blo wd, & fo. » High at, Phare worth 

Cui, Josera, apton Fe ep rk, a on, 

Dats, es iuurasy Glanville Wootton, Dorset Feb 28 fooks & Douglas, 
rborne, 

Dagpier, JOHANNA, Holland Villas rd, Kensington Marchi B: & Co, Red Lion sq 

De ee ee ike anthinech Mash 18 Udabane '& Oo, Bou 


jields 
Dascheeeare, Atraep Rossett, Quenby Hall, Liecester March 31 Toller & Pochin, 
ester 


Li 
Doworsa, Isaac, Songh, Bucks, Police Pensioner Feb 28 Danting, High Holborn 
Drepae, James, Bedford st, Strand Feb 2% Hyde & Oo! Ek 
EASTLAKE, Ly my Nottingham pl, Marylebone rd Wate 10 Hills & Halsey, 
inco'n’s inn 
Go.psmuw, Caro.tse, Wimbledon wr €] April 2 Grundy & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Gray, Wittram Ropert, Croydon April 1 Ashley & Sons, Frederick’ spl, Old Jewry 
Hansroap, WILLIAM Cilanurs, West Green rd, Tottenham March 12 Paterson & Co, 
Breams bidgs, Chancery Jn 
Hicks, Joun CoverDAce, Guy! sinn eq Feb28 Wigan & Co, Gray's we aq 
Hit, Marra, Sale, Chester March ¥ Lambert & Smith, Muancheste 
Hopaskty, Eow ARD, Caledonian rd, myles March 4 Pumfrey & Son, Paternoster row 


Jarmy, Tucmas, Norwich Feb 28 Hill, Nor 

Kivsman, Farprricx, Mabe, Corawall morte 1 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 

Koun.er, Joan Davin, Windsor Forest, Berks Feb28 Prideaux & Sons, Goldsmiths’ Hall 
Law er, AyDREW Jaurs, Dover, Labourer March 8 Mowll & Mowill, Dover 

Lee, Witii1am Tromas, Bradford, Tob ist Feb11 Horner & Sampson, Bradford 


Mercer, Wriu14M, Hil'sbrough, Sheffield Feb 28 Watson & Co, Sheffield 

sven, Joun, ‘‘hurlstone, Penistone, nr Sheffield March 15 Dransfield & Hodgkinson, 
enistone 

Mircrect, Ricaarp, Dover March8 Mowll & agra pore 

Moors, Haery Farr Baapuey, Knutsford March 10 Page, Manchester 

Murray. EreHecpeep, Portman st March 12 Fry, ‘Soloman’ ot st, Bank 

Nears, Fawny Hyps, Llandudno March 1 Chamberlain & Johnson, Liandudno 

Netsoy, Axx, Howgrave, nr Ripon, Yorks March 9 Edmundson & Gowland, Ripon 

Neve.t, Emma, Beatrice rd, Upper Tollington Park March 25 Aldred, Moorgate st 

Patrersox, JOHN, sfield, Notts Febii White, ald 

Rogers, Ann Jane, Maddox ‘st, Regent st March 9 Cotetty 6 2 Son, ~ aap st 

SacTary, Hareay Lewis, Lyndhurst March 1 & Co, So 

Saunpers, Evizapeta Youxa. Burnham, Somerset Feb 2: Lovib ' ‘Bridgwater 

Sopex, Rev Francis Joseru, Withnell, Lancs Feb 18 skey, Liverpool 

THoMmPson, CHARLES, Cardiff, Shi ing Agent March 1, Lewis, Cardi? 

Trevos, Josern, d Ma da 

Turret, Saran Axx, Dover March1 Tolhurst & Co, Gravesend 

Weeks, Georae, Tunbridge Wells 1 Robb & Co, Tunbridge Wells 

West, Freperick, Cannon st March12 Johnson & Co, King’s Bench walk 

Wuee es, Esvest Foster Wurtz, Bexley, Keat Feb 23 Munns & Longden, Old Jewry 


London Gasette.—Tuzspay, Feb. 5. 
Asehqgen, Banzan, Foulden rd, Stoke Newington March 13 Hilbery & Co, Gt St 
e 


Bexwert, Catuentne, Saltash, Cornwall March 14 Gion & pomee, Plymouth 
BLACKWELL, WILLIAM, Uxbridge, Confectioner March 1 Harvey & Longe egy 
Boorn, Frep Tayvor, Rippondea, Halifax,Ironfounder March 11 


Halifax 
Ccasrer, Henry, Sunderland, Merchant March 15 Storey & Sons, Sunderland 
Coorgsr, ANN, Wealdstone March 12 Young & Co, Laurence pe Cannon st 





Dean, Sauvet, Barlow, nr Chesterfield, Colliery Under Mana March 20 Stanton & 
Walker, Chi hestertield 
Boum, Cansei Hayfield, Derby, Stone Merchant March 5 siemiitte & Co, Man- 
exter 


Duceert, Wittiam, Birmingham Feb 26 Hodgkinson, Birmingham 

Dus«, WILLIAM, , Bournemouth March1 Harris, Bouraemouth 

Euuiorr, Mary, Crook, Durham March 30 Turnbull, Durham 

Fasren, Wiut1as, Carnarvon Feb 21 Nee & Gordon- Roberts, Carna 

Francis, Wit.iamu, Newtown, Montgomery, Iron Merchant Feb 2 “Williams & Co, 
Newtown, , Montgomery 

GarEenwoop, Joux Toomas, Streatham hill March 30 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 

Harkness, THomas Georcz, Wg March 9 Norton & Co, Old Broad st 

Hawrnory, WILLiaM, Abbots rd, Po ae Ot Leek Coach Driver Feb 28 ae = In 

Hou trox, Frank, Tierne’ ,, Streal Licensed Victualler & 
Co, Broadway, 

baka Davip Witu14u, Bootle, Lancs March 3 Watson & Atkinson tAvespoes 

Jeune, F pomner Sewsae, Trefriw, Carnarvon, Chartered Accountant Feb Minor, 

nche: 

Kevsgy, Antnony, Oxted March 15 Andrew 4 Cheale, Tuabridge W 

Lawiaw, Exizasertu, California, U3A March 19 Watkins & hh Pekan gg od 

Laxouny, 1 verve Dickoxs, Otley, Youks, March Innes, 

ester 


Lucock, Mary, Aspatria, Cumberland March1 Metcalfe & Co, Gray’s ion | 

Macqueex, Maarua Janz, Brighton March 9 Kirby-Turner, Queen Victoria st 

Macaonsg, Joszrui Borpwixz, Widcombe, Bath March 15 FH& RA on, Bath 

Maixcayp, Davin, Wanstead March 13 Hilbery & Co, Gt St Helens 

Maagmenr, Wiiiiam Anraue James, Cheltenham, Fish Merchant March 8 Griffiths & 
Waghorne, Cheltenbam 

Moreax, Wittiam James, Govilon, Llanwenarth Ultra, Mon March 1 Jacob, Aber- 


venny 
Paneron, Janet Axx, Chew Magna, Somerset March 14 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford 


Williston: Davip Francis, Mountain Ash Feb 14 ey, & Co, Pontypridd 
Ramsay. Anne, Pendleton, 18 Bullock & Co, Manchester 
Boxee, Mary, sie toad on Crumpeall, 34 Ronson Feb 28 Le py Manchester 

Scort, ABRAHAM, 
Suzewoon, Joszra, Wondestion. Be Bedgley, Btaffs ws Ps Hope & Fairbairn, pin. Dalley 
Suits, Hexey Biatey, South Birkenhead March 16 jickson, Kirkham, Lancs 
Terry, Hagniet, March 2 2 oem, Jat 
TownsEnp, Hexay, Sou! on Sea March omey = & Co, p Goapele 
Vevers, Joun Epwarps, Hereford March 10 Moore, Heref 


Wapk, UEL, Utkinton, Chester, Farmer March 5 ny OE 
Wann. Henry, tg in "Li Victualler 19 France, Wigan 
Wuee er, Grorcz, Handsworth, March 14 Pointon, 


Wiarsson, Joun Garpwer, Lancaster Feb 18 Maxsted & Co, Lancacter 
Wate, 3 Rees Wares, Porthcawl, Aberdare, Glam, Bolicitor March 2 Forsdike, 


Wou.en, Sauver, Swindon March1 Withy, Swindon 
Woop, Axwiz Rosson, Osset Common, Yorks. * March 6 Lea, Manches(er 
Wooo, Jaurs Bisex, Withington, , Cap Manufacturer March 16 Rhodes & 
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Cros.. 

at 
Cross, 
Crows 


at 
Duyx, 


Foutp: 











Feb. 9,°1907. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 51.) 253 











Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasstte, Farpar, Jan. %. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apams, Anruur Ogmesy, by: Bay, Denbi 
house Keeper Heb dat? Impers PSotena 


ing 
Imperial Hotel, Colwyn x 
Apams, Tuomas Liandewi Vaitrey Pembroke, "Farmer Fi 

2at 


os Ring Queen st, Carmarthen 
Boxee, bt Soe we, Chenpalte, Surveyor Feb5 at 


gueneeta Onan Wermoath 7 Ptamber Feb5 at2 Off 
Ree, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salis 

Baxwrr, ( Ceeneee tiowson, Basford, Staffe, Artist Feb 5 

s Canterbur , Newcastle, Staffs 

oun: sana Can i Feb 5 at 10 Off Rec, 68a, 

Brown, Paster yy Barnsley, Greengrocer Feb 4 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsl 

Borcuer, WILLIAM Hewry, Corton, Saffolk, Greengrocer 
Feb5at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwic h 

ees ee Zana, Darton on Trent Feb 2 at 11.30 Off 

Cones, zx, Isnant, Hackney rd, Draper Feb 4 at 11 Bank- 


Gremian Howace, Sheficla, Provision Merchant Feb 6 
at 12 "Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Caoss, Hexsert, Nort! Cove, Suffolk, Corn Chandler Feb 
30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Crowson, Faepericx, Whitwick, Leicester, Fitter Feb 2 
at 11° Off Rec, 47, Fall st, Derby 
Duns, Ricnarp, Sevenoaks, Butcher ~ llati1115 Mr 
Cs Parris, 65, High st, Tunbridge W. 
Epaintox, Hector CHuARLas, me Aten Devon, Grocer 
Feb7at3 94, High st, Barnstaple 
Fou.ps, Exxesrt, and Exizapeta Fouups Bradford, Tailors 
FebSat3 Off Rec, 29, Manor row, Bradford ” 
fn Lindsey, Lincs, 
Feb 2 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, 
Gt Grimsby 


Gissox, ae Epwakgp, —e yy s Bush green, Pharma- 
cvutical ‘Ob emist Feb at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
rey 85 
Quanet., Atzeret, and Jaues Broapiey, Halifax, Bakers 
Feb 6 at 3.30. Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Gowman, WILLIAM, Croydon, Builder Feb 6at12.30 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Guoee, Peter, Pinner, Advertising Agent Feb 4 at 12 
4, Bedford row 
Sean Coasters Frepericx, Kingston upon Hull, 
any Clerk Feb2at1i Off Rec, Tnnity House ln; 


GarsuTt, Jom~ Ricsarp, Kirton 
Huckster 


Heap, Arruur Eenust, Coulsdon, Surrey, Commission 

$e Feb 6 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
ri 

Neseaee, Joun Jamas, Darlington, Farmer Feb 13 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

ma Anravn, Gt Yarmouth, Carter Feb 5 at 12.30 
Off 8, King st, Norwich 

me...i 5 ‘JosEra Hexry, Sbalermoor, Sheffield, Hay 

Dealer Feb 6 at 1 


Off Rec, Figtree In, fheffield 
Hoipex, Chandon ol, Grocer Feb 4 at 11 Off 
ee Pimp, Ba a General Dealer Feb7 at 3 


The House, Duncombe pl, York 

Joan es, Port Talbot, Glam, Tin Plate Worker Feb 2 
atil Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Jay, Harry ALFRED "Caxton, Hove Sursex, Builder Feb 4 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Lawaence, Sipyey, and Cuaries Foote, Tonyrefail, Glam 
Painters Feb 4211.30 Post Officechmbrs, Pontypridd 

Lorp, Joux, Walsall, Metal Worker Feb 4at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton 

Mauumsox, Pearcy mea, Leigh, Lancs, Draper Feb 4 
at3 19, q- Bolton 

Mexces, ae horiton upon Medlock, Manchester, 
M C - tO eae Feb 2 at 11 Off Ree, 
Byrom st, Manches' 

oy Samvuat, — ¥ ‘st, hae ya gs Tailor Feb 4 at 

Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 
Guar, we Emp ‘Norwich, Ag Seller Febdati2 Off 
ng st, Norwich 

oun + ODONALD, Sheffield, Provision Merchant 
Feb 6 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree Ia, Sheffizid 

Swans, Jonn Tomas, Halifax, Yorss, Piumber Feb 6 
at3 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

ednesbury, Iron Merchant 


Weanine, Reruns Sepstnes Wi 
Feb 4 at 12 Rec, Wolverhampton 
Warrs, Feasx, x, ythe, ‘Kent, Builder Feb 14 at 9 Off 


ary 
Wixe, Tuomas, + Besainavan on aes Kent, Builder Feb 4 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apranams, Paras Faepenics, Billiter st High Court 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Jan 23 
Apams, ALEXANDER Arn, Geum, Timber Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct 17 Ord Jan 
Apams, THomas, Llandew! Velfrey, Pembroke Farmer 
Pembroke Dock Pet Jan 22 Ord Ji 
Baroy, Fraxcis Epwarp, Chorlton o Medlock, Man- 
oa. “yy Engineer Manchester Pet. Aug 15 
an 


Bopcer, Estaer Hayzan, Boscombe, Bournemouth, 
Boarding House Proprietress Poole Pet Jan23 Ord 


Jan 
Baistann, Epwix pases, Moss Side, Setete. Hatter 


ester PetJan 22 Ord Jan 
Buacess, Ferpgricn Grores, Bath, Baker Bath Pet Jan 
22 Ord Jan 22 
Cora, 3 sy Jaxz, Burton on Trent Burton on Trent 
Dec 18 Ord Jan 21 
we. Josgru, and Artuur Crosstey, eater, Seats 
mts Burnley Pet Jan 2i Ord Jan 2 
Duxx, Ricuargp, Sevenoaks, Butcher Tun’ Wells 
Pet Jan2i Ord Jan 21 


Epex, ALBEat, sane, Warwick Warwick Pet Jan 
2% Ord Jan 


Sormsay, aoa pom, Poole, Dorset, Builder Poole 
et Jan 22 Ord J 








Feasx, Whittington, nr Lichfield, Builder Walsall 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 21 
asiaees Forse, Bradford, Tailors 
‘an 
Jaues Baoapter, Halifax, Bakers 
Jan 21 





RCHIBALD, ‘Woreester, Licensed 
Go icbual Kidderminster, Pot Yan 19 "Ord Jan 19 
wttute Dealer ler High Court Pet Oot 81 Ord Jan 18 
Hoxpex, Jan win Furness, Jam 

pen, Sane, Barro Maker 


Pet Dec ti Ord Jan 18 
ae Fexrp, Selby, Yorks, General Dealer York Pet 
Victoria 


B= sy Ena eee A Row 

pow AvGuSTEIN LEY, 
wet, Weetmin Court Pet Dec 13 Ord Jan 2 
ag.es Foors, ———- Glam, 


Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 2 


Lawn — and 
Painters 

Lovett, Freperick Agtaus, Hambrook, Glos, 
Bristol Pet J 


an23 Ord Jan 23 
Mexcaaxt, Joux, Wimbledon, Company Director 
Surrey Pet Jani ¢ Ord Jan 23 
Owex, Ord Jeng Conway Bangor Pet Jan 
ap 
Pertz, Sauvet, Newark st, Watenen, Tailor High 


N 
Court Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 
a= = Davin, Liandudno, , 4 Bangor Pet Jan 22 
‘an 22 
Swarvs, Joux Tnomas, Ovenden, + ona Yorks, Plumber 
Halifax Pet Jan21 Ord Jan2 
Tuomas, Evan, gend, Proiterer Cardiff Pet Jan 21 
Ord Jan 21 


Upsuer, znome, Favx, Plymouth, House Agent Plymouth 
Pet Jan Ord Jan 23 


an 

Wa eer, Wasean Games, Gt Berkhamsted, Herts, Grocer 
Aylesbury Pet Dec17 Ord Jan 22 

bie Tuomas, Birchi on Sea, Kent, Builder Canter- 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Jan. 29, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ane, By Roftien, Yorks, Nurseryman Leeds Pet 


Ord Ji 
me, Cuanute 3 ll Preston Park, Brighton, Com- 
mercial T Jan 26 


Pet Jan 26 
B Cu Rothe Yorks, 
* Build Guang I Diogo, Ord J Jeno” 


Campton, 5 ames Garratt, Kettering, Kok. Lift 
Manufacturer Northampton > jan 3 2% ‘an 25 


CuALuENGs Sunes Rhee w Atmon, Brist 
Bristol an ‘an 25 
Cuarutrox, Jonx Taomas, Gosforth, Northumberland, 
Builder Te a Ny Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 28 
CuIPreeFig_p, a Nutra, 
Saleeman Manchester Pet Jan 7 
Ord Jan 24 


oootas Het, Da Bava, Lancs, Broker Blackburn Pet 
Evans, eg Whitley Bay, Northumberland, Brewer's 


Agent weastle on Tyne Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 23 
Fook, Jessmu, and Mavaiwer Fourick, North End rd 
Furniture Dealers High Court Pet Jan 26 


Ord Jan 26 

Fow es, Farperiox Basnare, Croydon, Traveller Croydon 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Jan ; 

Fox, Caaries Epwis, Manchester, Hosier Man- 
chester Pet Jan 23 iam, Jan 25 

Girsert, Gzorce, Rainham, Kent, Builder Rochester Pet 
Jan25 Ord Jan 25 

Hanae, Hauer, East Ham, Oilman High Court Pet Dec 
18 


H J an Bomene, oRaielign, ae Huddersfield, 
Mill Manager Huddersfield Pet Jan 2i Ord Jan 21 
Iprexs, Wituram, Slough High Court Pet Jan 2% Ord 
an 
Jackson, Joszera Buaxe, Bilston, nr Wolverhampton, 
Grocer Wolverhampton 


Ta and —B-- Ga a Sutton Gclatela 
J OM. mor GaUNT 
Jon yarwick, Goal Merchante Birmingham Pet Jan 22 


Ord Jan 22 
Lewis, Jonas a St John’s Wood High Court Pet 
Sept 5 Ord Dec 12 


James ALEXANDER, s bldgs, Holborn, 
MatGhina ‘Merchant Court Bet Jan 24. Ord Jan 2 
Maatm, James ALpEst, Ipswich Pet 


Jan'26 Pet Jan 26 
Mowis, Heatraio Hie Hewitt, Dover High Court Pet Nov 
ween S 2 5, patos, Louth, Baker Gt Grimsby Pet 
ovBans , Dasa Werneth, Oldham, Painter Oldham 
Pet Jan23 Ord Jan 23 
Pires, 1 Ae, Cuares, Land . Portsmouth, Painter 
Portsmouth Pet Jan26 Ord Jan 25 
Quick, Anrsur Sipysy, Plymouth, Fruiterer Plymouth 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Jan 24 


‘an 24 
SouT: » Heyer, Gt Yarmou 
tanlier Gt Yarmouth ' Pet J Jan% O 
Sravpinc, James Sreruey, » 
Pet Jan % Ord Jan 2 
, Leeds, Cab Proprietor Leeds 


‘armer 
BSaunp Wruuy, Ue Park, 
Pet Jan 93 Ona J 


Licensed. 
Jan & 


Srayes, 
Pet Ji 


"Pet Jan 8 Ord 


eee ghee: 


Leeds. Pet Jan “3 Ord 








ABBY, 











44, Commercial oy Newport, Mon 
? Brewer’ 
Evans, at eb amie iogis 90, Mosley st, New- 


at 11.30 on Rec, W 
ont eae << o 
Hawcook, Exiza, Cambridge Fcb 6 at 12.3) Reo, 5, 
Haro Tom, Sascthwiek, Beafts, Plumber Feb7atil 191, 
Hancreaves, Jony, Grocer Feb 6 at 11 


f kburn 
eae eee Essex, Oilman Feb 8 at 12 


Y, 

Haar, neruptoy bide, Paint Dealer Feb 12 at 11 
of ter, 

Herrtnstaty, Joax Eowano, nr Hudders- 
field, Feb 7 at 3 


Flint Feb 6 at 12 Crypt 
Ipiews, Lf Slough Feb 8 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
Lancs, Coal Dealer Feb 11 at 

et) ron ie:oria ts 


Littiemaces, J Shifnal, 

7 at 11,80 Of Bec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewebary 
lav, ‘Furonsion ee. x Fraiterer 
Lovers & Go, 8, Commerda ty chs 

ALEX 
Ghia "adorhant WhNe ab LAD Benksegiey Bilge, 
Mow Buowaup Hawsrr, Dover Feb 11 at 12 Bank- 
Nooxets, Rosser rruew, Cromer, Norfolk, Fish- 
monget at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
her Banat, Ween Oidhien, Palster” Feb 8 at 10 
Greaves 
Parwrer, Joux Atuerstan Feb7 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


‘at, Banke) = 
web abit st, Milliners Feb 7 at 12 


Payor Sutra & 
Produce Dealer Mice Feb 7 at 8 
a Feb 11 at 12 


Saupe 1LLIAM, 
See Sm Te 





Rosestsox, wale dene 
Feb? ati? ‘OF feo, 8, Viet 
Rows 


BURY Plymouth, Builder's 
ee ee Feb 7 a nu Ay re 6, Atheneum ter, 
TowspRow, Pan ee enter peer 


renown, bolioites Feb 6 at 18 


Urcape, ilowans Zat 11.80 182, York rd, 


Ww 
Pe tee bear 0 


“Feb 6 at 1 


Tevdn'O Ot eo, BS 
Foome 





Tai eb 1 199, ase, Duley 
Ya Joux Bato : Blackpool, Grocer 
rant oe elated el na, Dn 








Licensed 
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Baeswett, Cuances James, Brighton, Commercial Traveller 
righton Pet Jan246 Ord Jan vw 
Baows, Caantes, Dinnington, nr Rotherham, Yorks, 
Builder, Sheffield Pet Jan 24 Ord Jan 24 
Bayast. Joseru Caaries Bermonisey st, Glass Merchant 
High Court Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 26 


Camrion, James Gareatt, Kettering, "Hesthwtieten, Lift | P 
ufactur | Poor, Warrer Tuomas, High st, Patney, Chemist Wands- 


er Northamptn Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 25 
Coasn, Issaut, Richmond rd, Hackney, Draper High 
Court Pet Dec2i Ord Jan 25 


Coomses, Vatestixse Lacer, Penwortham rd, Streathim | 


andseworth Pet Nov 22 Ord Jan 28 

Coongy, Hexay, Jarrow, Durham, Painter Newcastle on 
Tyae Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 24 

De Bercaro.p, Pavut (Baron), 
Oct 5 Ord Jan 24 

Dixow, Jons Mov.ip, Dunstab'e, Manufacturer’s Agent 
Luton Pet Dec 13 Ord Jan 26 

Fox, Cuaries Eow1n, jun, Manchester, Hosier Manchester 

et Janv Ord Jan 25 

FP ae tg Rainham, Kent, Builder Rochester Pet | 

Jan 23 Jan 2% 


Haagrsreix, I, Charlton st, Somers Town, Draper High | Otro, 
Court 


Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 22 
Hearspex, Watter Baowstxe, Tolltington park, Pro- 
= tor of the Gentlemen’s Journal High Uourt Pet 
21 urd Jan 25 
Hearn, Jonx, Small Heath, Bean, Tobacconist 
ingham Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 2 
Herraxstaut, Joun Epwarp, Milnsbridge, nr Hudders- 


field, Mill Manager Huddersfield Vet Jan 21 Ord | 


Jan 21 


Hoasex, Wii.1am, Birch'nzton on Sea, Licensed Victualler 
| Rowe, Atperrt Gospox, Market lavington, Wilts, Hay 


Canterbury Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 
Jacxsox, Joseru Brake, Bilston, ne Wolverhamp‘on, 
Grocar Wolverhampton Pet Jan 25 Ord Jaa 25 
Joxes, Janez Tuomas, and Groner Gavxt. Sutton Cold- 

eld, Warwick, Coal Merchants Birmingham Pet 
Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 
Lewis, Sypxey Rossect, and Roserr Hewarp Deane, 
Hounslow, Brewers Brentford Pet Dec 4 Ord Jan 22 
LIattLenaces, Jounx, Shifnal, Salop, Voachbuilder 
w Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 25 
—— James Atexanpes, Dyer's bldgs, Holborn, 


| 


Cricklewood Barnet a" 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


hant High Court Pet Jan 24 Ord Jan 25 | 


Steustne tees Avsert, Ipswich, Fruiterer Ipswih Pet 
Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 

Mocaca, Eaxrst Franx, High rd, Kilbun, 
High Cuurt Pet Nov15 O:d Jan 25 

Nutt, Epwis, Louth, Baker Gt Grimsby Pet Jan 25 
Ord Jan 25 

O’Baizy, Daxiet, Werneth, Oldham, Painter Oldham 

Pet Jan23 Ord Jan 23 

Paiturs, WittiaM id Irlem, nr Manchester, Com- 

Clerk Salford ‘Pet Dec 11 Ord Jan 17 

Pivcase, Arrave Cuar.es, Landport, Portem suth, Painter 
Portsmouth Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 25 

Quick, AgTave Sipxery, es F.uiterer Plymouth 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Jan %4 

Ropertsox, Wittiam Jouyeror, 
Liverp.ol Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 26 

Rosixsox, Joun Tuomas, Oakmere, nr Northwich, Farmer 
Crewe Pet Jan 25 ‘Ord Jan 25 

Saunxpees, Wittiam, Upton Park, Essex High Court Pet 
Jan 2% Ord Jan 24 

Surra, James F, Trund'ey’s rd, Deptford Greenwich Pet 
Oct 2 Ord Jan 25 


Auctioneer 


Live rpool, Ironmonger 


eae Henay, Gt Yarmouth, ee Victualler 


Yarmouth Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 2 
Srarvoixc, James Stepuex, Gt 7 onal Builder Gt 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Jan 24 
Sravex, Wictiam, Armley, Cab Proprietor Leads Pet 
Jan 25 Ord Jan 25 ‘ 
Cler'! 


Tyorse, Heasert Tuomas, Yeovil, Commercial 
Taunton Pet Jan 2% Ord Jan 26 
Trias, Taoxas Gitt, Birmingham, Solicitor Birmingham | 


Pet Sep 19 Ord Jan 22 
Wearrrnovss, Toomas Harrtayn, West Bromwich West | 
Brom Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 23 
Yousemuas, Hexry Rowert, Leeds, Fried Fish Dealer 
Leeda Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 
notice substituted for that -eemerts in the 
London Gazette of Dec 


Peart, Davip, and Dororay Red Houndsditch, 
Merchants High Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Nov 30 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Wisos, Mascarer Macvoxacp, Blackpool, Spinster 
Preston Adjud Aug 9, 1905 Annul Dec 18, 1906 

Gasrtte,—Faivar, Feb. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 





Aamrrace, Davin, Warrington, Grocer Warrington Pet 


Jan 30 Pet Jan 30 


Asutox, Astaur Loratxe, Weston super Mare, Roardling 
House Keeper 


Bridgwater Pet Dec 24 Ord Jan 30 
Bart Wasren 4 Joux Caawrorp, 


Wotzingnam Pet Jan 14 


Carriogton, Notts, Biker 
Ord Jan 28 


Baxrer, Cuagies Lesuie, a peeaeen, + Swindon | 


Pe fan 38 ‘Ord Jan 33 
Buamp, ford, Boot Dealer Bradford 
Pe Jen® Ord Jane » se aenate 


—_ Caaates, Thame, Oxford, Boot Manufacturer | 


Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 
Pe a Joux Eanest, Chapeltown, Pudsey, Yorks, | 
Confectioner Bradford Pet Jan 3) Ord Jan 30 
Bradford, Boot Re: 
2 Jan x9 


| 


pairer Bradford Pet Jan | 


Cismssts, Groner Wir1am, Loughborough, eer | 


Leicester Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 28 
~- Joseru, Alexandra villas, cies Park, Secretary 
y High Court PetJan3 Ord Jan 29 
Orme Joux Furpericx, Southampton, Paper Merchant 
o ; 1 Pet Dec 10 = Jan 28 
avis, Jonx, — “ sea, Jobmaster High 
‘Court Pet J Ord Jan 29 af 


Every, Tuomas, Debs, Bailder Derby Ord Jan 24 
Epo:xotos, Exar, | x. geting, yman Reading Pet | 


ouorovoy, Jou Jats, Manchester, Estate A t Man- 
ahester’ Pet Jan 23 Ori Jan ici Aelia 


| Gray, 


Fare, Georce, Plasmarl, cyan. Insurance Agent | 
Swansea Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan : 
Fisner, Joun Josgen, Witlenbat, wr Engineer | 


Wolverhampton Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 


Forsrea, Sus. 1a Janz,and Lewis Hatt Reis: Bishops- | 


gate «t Within, Resturant Proprietors High Court Pet 
Jan3) Ord Jan 3) 


worth Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 
Govea, Grorcs ‘Atpeet, Pembroke Dock, Fruiterer 
Pembroke Dock Pet Jan3) Ord Jan 30 
Witttam Hexay, K 
Merchant 
an 29 
Jones, James Witiiam Kyicursrorp, Casrgeay. Glam, 
Outfitter Pontypridd Pet Jana3) Ord Jan 30 
| Lee, Watree Witiiam, Dorch-ster, Hairdresser 
Dorchester Pet Jan 28‘ Ord Jan 28 
Leicu, Wares, Warrington, Buildec Warrington Pet 
Jan30 Ord Jan 30 
| Mappox Groree Daxret, 8t Albans, Herts, Jobmaster St 
Albans Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 26 
Francis, Sidmouth, Devon, Coal Merchant 
Exeter Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 
Piatten, Tuomas, Wells, Norfolk, Builler Norwich Pet 
30 Ord Jan 30 
, &xx0, South Shields, Watchmaker Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 28 
Paitcaagp, Ricnarp Hesry, Bryndreiniog, 
Caraarvon, Farmer Bangor Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 
tnopes, Ropert, and Harry Crort Ruopes, Ackworth 


Moor Top, ur Pontefract, Stone Merchants Wakefield 


Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 


Dealer Bath PetJan2. Ord Jan 28 


China Dealer 


| Scusermpeamany, Leox, Bristol, Bristol 
Pet Jan19 Ord Jin 30 
Serrox, Davin, Sherrard’s Green, Malvern, Worcester, 


Fishmonger Worcester Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 

Suitu, Eanrst, Coveatry, Draper Coventry Pet Jan 23 
Ord Jan 28 

Sraxctey, Witttam Henny, Longton, Staffs, Grocer Stoke 
upon Trent Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Symoxps, Witt1am Jouy, Bristol, Butcher Bristol Pet 
Jan 23 Ord Jan 29 

Totson, Tom, Dewsbury, a Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan3 

Vaeiry, Witiiam, New ‘Scarborough Syeda. Yorks, 
Horse Dealer s Pet Jan2 Ord 

v-. Eves, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet a Fe 29 Ord 
an 29 

Waserex, Artuvr Witiam, Sotterley, ane. Innkeeper 
Gt Yarmouth PetJan2 Ord Jan 


Weicu, Farperick, Higher Broughton, Salford, Contractor | 


Salford vet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 

Witimorr, Ocvivee, Wolverhampton, Assistant School- 
master Wolverhampton Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Wi sos, Exuen, Gatley. Cheshire, Farmer Stockport Pet 
Jan 15 Ord Jan 29 

Yeomanss, Atrrep Ernest, Devenpert, Club Steward 
Plymouth Pet Jan 30 O:d Jan 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINORD AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 


Epxuuspsos, Grorce Ewsasx, Junior Conrervative Club, | 


Albemarle st High Court Pet Aug 24,19.6 Rec Ord 
Sept 14,1996 Resc Rec Ord and Dis Pet Jan 29 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Banxcrort, Jony, jun, South Shore, Blackpool, Wine Mer- 


cbant’s Traveller Feb ll at11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, | 


Praston 

Baxter, Cuaries Lesiie, Swindon, Greengroc-r Feb 11 
atil Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindun 

Bayciss, ALATEA, Whitbourne, Heretord Feb 9 at 11 
Off Rec, Cx b st, Wi 

Braxp, Ciana, Westgate, “pradford, Boot Dealer Feb 12 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 29, Manor row, Bradford 

CHIPPERFIELD, Nevitie NuTTAaLt, Caorlion on Medlock, 
“Manchester, Fish Salesman Feb 9 at 11.15 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 





Kingston upon Hull, Corn | 
Kingston upon full Pet Jan 29 Ord | 


Pentir, | 


com, Joszru, Alexanira villas, Finsbury Park, Secre‘ary 
to a Public ‘Company Feb 12 at 12 Bankruptey bidgs, 
Carey st 
| CurLEr, Guaaces, Didcot, Bete, Licensed Victualler Feb 
9at12 1, 8t Aldates, O. 
sq. Che a Jobmaster Feb 12 at 
, Carey st 


Davis, Jouy, Welli 
tl Bankruptcy, bid 

Dustoyr & Laweencs, romley, Builders Feb 12 at 1130 
132, York rd, Westminster Brid ge 

Epmospsox, Joux James, cheater, Estate Agent Feb 
9at-lu 30 Off Rec, Byrom st Man heater 

Fo.uiick, Jesse., and Mavaice Fouucx North Ead rd, 
Falnam, furniture Dealer Febd1tat2.3) Bankrup’cy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Forsres, Ametia Jane, and Lewis Hart Hazeun, 
Bishopsgate st, ory Proprietors Feb 12 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 

Fow ee, Feeperick ws rr, Ceoydon, Traveller Feb 12 
at 12.80 132, York rd, Westaunster Bridge 

Fox, Caaaues Epwin, jua, Manchester, Hosier Feb 9 a‘ 
1l Off Rec, Byrom st, Maocaoest-r 

GILBERT, Groxaz, Raimham, Kent, Builder Feb Llat 11.30 
115, High st, Rochester 

Gaizve, Ancuipacp, Kidderminster, Licensed Victaaller 
Feb 13 at 12 Mr 3 ‘Th arstieid Solicitor, Kidderminster 

Hasker, Tuomas, Reading, Baker Feb ifatl2 Queen's 
Hotel, Readiog 

Jensises, Ricaagp, Basinghall st Feb 14 at 9,15 Off 

, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Jouns, Tuomas Heavy, Grantham, Piumber Feb 12 at 12 
Of Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Lewis, Joxas Henry, Norfolk rd, St Joha’s Wood Feb 13 
at 12 Bank: uptey bldgs, Carey at 

Lyons, E.izasers, Penkridge, staffs, Grocer Feb 11 at 11 
Swan Hotel, Stafford 

MAppox, Grouse Danie., St Albans, Herts, Jobmaster 
Feb 13 at 12 14, Belford row 

| Martin, James Abeet, Ipsw — Feuiterer Feb 15 at 10 
Off Ree 36, Priaces st, I 

eer” ABD, Joux, Pencoitre, ad oe Barry, Glam, Cierk 
of Works #eb 11 at 12 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, 
Ca 

Orrox, Francis, Sidmouth, Devon, Coal Merchant Feb 14 
at ‘10.30 of Rec, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Piccuer, ARTHUR CHARLES, Landport, Portemouth, Painter 
Feb 11 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Paiysxy, Exec, South Shields, Watchmaker Feb 11 at 3 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle oa ‘Tyne 

Quick, Auruve Sipnay, Plymouth, Pouttoner Feb 9 at 11 
Off 6, Athenzeum ter, Piymouth 

Ruoves, Rovert, and Harry Crorr Ruopges, Ackworth 


oor Top, nr Pontefract, Stone Merchants Feb Il 
atll Off Ree, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
| Roseats, Davin, Liandudao, Grocer Feb llat 12 Crypt 


chmbrs, Kastgate row, Chester 

Suiru, Eangst, Coveotry, Draper Feb 11 at 11 Of Ree, 
8, "High st, Coventry 

Brav a WituiaM, aaa y, Leeds, Cab Proprietor Feb 11 

} at1l Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

| ieee Evas, Bridgend, Fruiterer Feb 12 at 10.15 Of 
Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Vaatey, WIcvtam, New Scarborough, Guiseley, Yorks, 
woes Dealer Feb il at 11.30 Of Rec, 22, Park row, 


| Waps, Ertex, Leeds, Baker Feb 11 at 12 Of Rec, 22, 
| Park row, Leeds 

Watts, Wittiam Henry, Leeds, Traveller Feb 11 at 2.15 
Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

| Watsos, Joseru, Harefield, Middlesex, Farmer Feb 12 at 
12 14, Bedf ord row 

Yares, RALPH, Parley, Surrey, Corn Merchint Feb 12 at 

11.36 132, "York rd, Westminster Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


| Gangrene, Davin, Warrington, Lancs,Grocer Warrington 
| Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 
Bakes, Evwasp, King st, Cheap:ide, Surveyor High Court 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 29 
Baer, Water Jouw Caawrorp, Barrington, Notts, Baker 
Nottingham Pet Janl4 Ord Jan 30 


ts ay, Tom, Bradford, Boot * a umes Febi12at3 Off Rec, | Baxrer, Caauces Lesuis, Swindon, Greengrocer Swindon 


29, Manor row, Bradford 


y Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 28 
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Brav, General Sir ee Corniz, Reading High Court 
Pet Aug9 Ord Jan 

Bianp, Ciara, Bradford, *Bcot Deakr Bradfnd Pet Jan 
29° Ord Jan 29 

Burcess, Joann Enyesr, Pudsey, san Confectioner 
Bradford Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan X 

CHADWICK, SPrencer, Broadstairs SS Pet Dee 5 
Ord Jan 30 

CuaLLencer, Caantes Hexey Axmox, Bristol, Hosier 
Bristol Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 23 

CuirrerrisLtp, Nevitte Nvuitrauy, Chorlton on Medlock, 
a Fish falesman Manchester Pet Jan 7 

Cosy, fs oe Bradford, Boot Repairer Bradford Pet Jan29 


CLEMENTS, Semen Witiam, oy pcpameetag Engineer 
Leicester Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 

Co_tpwe.t, Watrer, Carbrook, Sheffield, Machine Grinder 
sheffield Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 29 

Cutier, Caaries, Didcot, Berks, Licensed Victualler 
Osford Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 28 

Cuties, Farpserick Taomas, Bascote Heath, Warwick 
High Court Pet Nov17 Ord Jan 28 


Davis, Harry, High rd, Chiswick, Tailor Brentford Pet | 


Decil Ord Jan 28 

Davis, Joux, Wellington sq, — Job Master High 
Court Pet'Jan'29 Ord Jan 

Epoeixctox, Hector CHarues, , Devon, Grocer 
Barnstaple Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 23 

E.civetuxy, Henry, Reading, Duiryman Reading Pet 
Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

Fasr, Grorer, Plasmarl, Swansea, Insurance Agent 
Swansea PetJan29 Ord Jan 29 

Fisuer, Joun Josera, Willenhall, Staffs, 
Wolverhampton Pet Jan3) Ord Jan 30 

Forster, AMeuia Janz,and Lewis Haut elt Bishops- 
gate st Within, Restaurant Proprietors High Ccurt 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 80 

Fow er, Farpenick Gesnare, Ctoydon, Tiaveller Croydon 
Pet Jan2 Ord J 

Fues, WaLtTer Tnenea, High st, Putney, Chemist Wands- 
worth Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

Goves, Grorncz Apert. Dimond st, Pembroke Dock, 
Fruiterer Pembroke Dock Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Gray, wares Hewry, Kiogston upon Hull, Corn Mer- 
ebant Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

Joxes, James Wititam Kwienrsvorp, Caerphilly, Glam, 
Outfitter Pontypridd Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Latsom, Hutcatsson Wititam Lataom Browsz, Dun- 
stabie, Solicitor Luton Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 29 
gE, Waiter Wiiiiam, Dorchester, Hairdresser Dor- 
chester Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

Leicu, Water, Warrington, Builder Warriagton Pet 
Jan 30 O:d Jan 30 

Lewis, Harry, Church In, Whitechapel, Draper High 
Court Pet Nov 26 Ord Jan 26 

Lyoss, Exvizapetu, Penkridge, Staffs, Grocer Stafford 
Pet Jan2i Ord Jan 28 

Mapvox, Grorct Danret, St am Herts, Jobmaster 
St Albans Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 2 

Nockets, Rosset Marruew, Cromer, Datecsiges Norwich 
Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 29 

Ottos, Francis, Gidecuth, Devon, Coal Merchant 
Exeter Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

Piatren, Taomas, Wells, Norfolk, Builder Norwich Pet 
Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Port, Farprric, Bush lane Houre, Cannon st High 
Court Pet March 14 Ord Jan 23 

Rsopes, Ropert, and Harry Caorr Raopgs, Ackworth 
Moor Top, nr Pontefract, Stone Merchants Wakefield 
Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 

Rows, AtBert Gorpon, Market Lavington, Wilts, Hay 
Dealer Bath Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 

Surtu, Ernest, Coventry, Draper Coventry Pet Jan 28 
Ord Jan 28 

Srantey, Wii11aM Hesry, Longton, Staffs, Grocer Stoke 
upon Trent Pet Jan3) Ord Jan 30 

Totsox, Tou, Meadow Fields, Dewsbury, Rag Merchant 
Dewsbury Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 3 

VagLey, Witiam, Guiseley, Yorks, Rene Dealer Leeds 
Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

Wats. Ex..ex, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet Jan 29 Ord 
‘an 29 

Waneen, Aatuvr Witi1am, Sotterley, Suffolk, Innkeeper 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Janz8 Od Jan 23 

We cn, Frepexick, Higher Broughton, Salford, Lanes, 
Contractor Salford Pet Janu 28 Ord Jan 29 

Waa.t, Huea Paraicx, Mansion House chmbrs High 
Court Pet Novi2 Ord Jan ‘24 

Witimert, O1iver, Wolverhampton, Assistant School- 
master Wolverhampton Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Yeomans, Ayrep Esnest, Devonport, Club Steward 
Plymouth Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 


ADJ eee ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
RDER RESCINDED 


Maywanrp, went Samvet, New Kent rd, Refreshment 
House Keeper High Court Ree Ord Nov 17, 1906 
Adjud Nov 17, 1906 Resc and Aanul Jan 30 


London Gaszette,—Tuxspay, Feb. 5, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Brewers, Jonw Cantstoprr, Liacoln, Cabinet Maker Lia- 
cola Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 

Bu.varp, Cuaaies Roseat, St Ives, Hunts, Osier Grower 
Peterborough Pet Jan 2i Ord Feb 2 

Coorer, Ropext Cuaries OrLanpo, West » ana 
Architect Poole Pet Jan 31 Od Jan3 

Dasuwoop, Caaistian, Richmond gdns, ceaphend's Bash, 
Solicitor’s Clerk High Court Pet Feb1 Ord Feb1 

Evisox, Ruseet Henny, Blackburn, Grocer Blackburn 
Pet Jan 31 O:d Jan 31 

pe Grornaz, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Jan 30 Ord 
an 30 

Geay, Davio, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd's Bush, Credit 
Draper High Court PetJan1l Ord Feb 1 

Gusx, Wuasam, Abbey 14, St John’s Wood, Financier 
High Couct Pet Nov2 Ord Jan il 

+EPPLESTON, ERNEST. ee Confectioner’s 


Engineer 


Assistant Lincoln Pet #eb 1 Ord Febi 





Nera ta 


Hoxsroox & F nee: St Martio’s A sates ln, Builders 
Pet Dec 10 


Jevuicor, G cr Queen Victoria a Colonial Agent High 
Cout Pet May6 Ord Jan 

Layzett, Eraram Josy, None Stifford, Ewxex, Market 
Gardener Cnelmsford Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 31 

Macapax, J N, Queen Victoria st Business Agent High 

Court Pet May 26 Ord Jan 23 

Moore, Antaur James Psawanp, Worthing, Tailor 

ighton Pet Jan 3i Ord Jan 31 

Morwovov, Ernest Hewny, Bramley, Leeds, Market 
Gaidener Leeds Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Neat, James Feraxx, Brynmawr, Brecon, Outfitter 
Tredegar Pet Jon i7 Oid Feb 2 

Pace, Epwarp Atrert, Ironmonger row, +. Luke's, 
Builder High Court Pet Jan 3i Ord Jan 8 

Riasy, Roszatr Joun. Leigh, Lancs, Clogger Bolton Pet 
Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 

Rosixsox, Eowarv Arracr, Epsom Croydon Pet Nov 
14 Ord Jan 16 

Se.tice, Grores Montacvur, Forest Gate, Manufacturer 
—— ectrical Accessories High Court Pet Jan 31 Ord 
an 31 

Sprcreamanx, Simon, Commerc‘al rd East, Grocer High 
Court Pet Sept 20 Ord Jan 81 

Taytor, Juseps, Spenaymoor, Durham, Tailor Durham 
Pet Febi Ord Febl 

Touramye, Dwrrnt, London wall High Court Pet Nov 
9 Ord Dec3 


Tonxs, Wittiam Watrrer. Smethwick, Staffs West 
Bromwich Pet Feb2 Ord Fed 2 
Turwe.t. James, Savile Town, ne Dewsbury, Fruiterer 
Dew:bury wala Ord Jan 31 
Wessrer, te Hellidon, Northampton, Farmer 
Northam Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 1 
Wius, Henry ‘Wensugem, Pestoemn, | re Butcher 
Worcester Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 
Hereford, 


Woopratt, Atrazp Epwarp, Bromyard, 

Saddler Worcester Pet Jan30 Ord Jan'30 
Youre, Gronce Water, Stevenage, Herts, Builder 
Luton Pet Feb1 Ord Febl 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Agmitact, Davin, Warrington, Grocer Feb 13 at 3 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Asuroy, Aatave Loratss, Weaton super Mara, Board! 


House Keeper Feb 13 at 12.30 Off Rec, 26, Bald 
» Bristo 
Bart, Wautrer Joan Caawrrp, , Nottingham, 
Baker Feb 13 at 11 Off Ree, 4, e pl, Park st, 


Notting! 
Berry, Janna, jan, Landport, Hants, Auctioneer Feb 14 
atiz Off Kee, 35, Victoria st, bmg 
Baown, CHartes, a, Kotherham, am. 
Builder Feb 13 at 12 Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 
Buroess, Jouw Bunest, Pudsey, Yorks, Confectioner 
13 at3_ Off Rec, 29, Manor row, Bradford 
Campion, James Garaatt, Kettering, Northam: Lift 
Manufacturer Feb 138 at 10.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, 
Northampton 


Cu EMENTS, Grorae ea Loughborough, Engineer 
Feb 13 at 12 Off Rev, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Coorgrr, Ropert CHagies Desaneh West Southbourne, 
Bournemouth, Architect Feb 14 at 3.30 Messrs Curtis 
& Son, 158, Oid Christchur Bournemouth 

Crossiey, ‘Josern, and ArgTave Crossiey, Burnley, ~ 
Merchants Feb 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 


Preston 
Cuspox, on Frepenrick, Southampton, Paper Merchant 
Bank chmbrs, High 


Feb 14 at 10.30 Off Rec, Midl 
st, Southampton 

Dasuwoop, Cavistian, Richmond gdns, Shepherd's as. 
Solicitor’s Clerk Feb 15 at 12 Bankruptey b 
Carey st ° 

Epvaixetron Gevry, Reading, Dairyman Feb 14 at 12.30 
Queen's Hotel, Reading 

Farr, Groner, Plasmarl, Swansea, Insurance Agent Feb 
ld4ati2 Off Rec, al, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Fuas, WALTER ‘eo. High st, Putoey, Chemist Feb 13 
at 11.30 132, ¥i pew 1d, Westminster Bridge 

bear) Groner, Le s. Jourveyman Tailor Feb 13 at 12 

> bore Bark ro zee Shepherd’s Bush, Credit Draper 

Gray. Davin, wi ‘8 
Feb 14 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldge, Care, st 

Gray, Wittiam Henry, Haerees upon Hull, Cora 
= Feb 13 at’ 11 Off Rec, Trinity H House In, 


Senin. James Wraiam Kwiautrorp, Caerphilly, @ 
Ontfitt-r Feb 13 at 11 Post Office chmbrs, Pon 
Lataom, Hvutogixsos Witt Lartsom Baowss, 
Dunstable, Solicitor Feb 21 at 10.45 house, 


Luton 
Mercuant, Joux, Merton rd, Wimbitedon, Company 
Dircetor Feb 14 at 8 132, York rd, Westminster 


adge 
Menweub, ¥nyest Hevry, Hough End, Bramley, Leeds, 
es et Garden Febdi3atil Of Ree, 22, Park row, 


Nicno.sox, Anracer Tomas, Eastcliff? Herne Bay, Kent, 
a Feb 14 at 9 4Of Ree, 68, Castile st, 
Canter’ 

Nort, Epwix, m Leath, nee Feb 13 at 11 Off Ree, St 

’s chmbrs, Gt 

Owen, WiLuiam, Themeclveta, Conway, Caraarvon Feb 13 

at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs Eastgate row, Chester 

Pacer, Epwarsp As F a ag row, St Luke's, 
Builder Feb 18 at iL ’ Benkrupte bldgs, Carey at 

Riony, Joux Rosset, Leigh, Lancs, Feb 14 at 3 
19, Exchange st yy 


Ritzy, James Epwaup, Cheater Feb 14 at 12 Crypt 
, Eas row, Chester 

Roseats, Davin, lastower me gp Mow 4 Ru’ hin, Denb‘gh, 
_ Feb 13 at 12 Crypt chm’ rs, Eastgate row, 
Cc 

Rosinsoy, Jonn Thomas, nr Northwich, Chester, 
Farmer Feb 14 at 2.30 Hotel, Crewe 

Rows, Atszar Gorpoy, Market Lavington, W Hay 
Dealer Fobi3ati2 (ff 26, Baldwin st, 


Dealer Feb 18 at 





Szrrox, D. Sherrard’s Green, nr Maivero, Wore mt, 

o* Fiehmonget Feb 13 at 11.90 Off Rec, Copenhagen st, 
Mox Forest Gate, Essex, Manu- 
“eres Ac cemmoron Feb 18 at 12 .Bank- 


sunny Jom on. Jie pence Seat 





om = Epwaap . ee Cheitecham, "Dealer Feb 3 21 at 

mR 

Sratpine, James Steruex, Gt Gras, Builder Feb 13 
ati130 Off St Mary’s chmbre, Gt 


Srrorsamay, Simox, 1rd, Grocer Feb 14 at 12 
Carey st 


Br . Southville, Bristol, B: 
YMONDS, 1LLIAM JOR, a, utcher 


Feb 13 at 12.15 Off Reo, 
Totson, Tom. Dewsbury, 13 at 10.30 


Dew: 
Wevcs, Freperick, 

Sue PTI al 
Win es 


Feb 15 at 11.30 He ie 
wanes = Josern ne tebe 


Wis, o sPerehre, oy Butcher 
Feb 138 atil Off one Worcester 
Woopyatr, ALFaep Epwarp, Dromyacd, « 
Y te ~ hien ah = Git em Bteward Feb 
ewe 
mp at 6, Athens am ter, Ply 
Amended ae I that puahed in the 
London Gazette of Feb 


Lyons, E.izanetu, Penkridge, Staffs, Grocer Feb 11 at 11 
"Swan Hotel, Stafford 








L AW.—Efficient — Clerk (25), Swe 
present position, Socks Andaneet C Convey 
or Articles with small a pyle Begs 


4“, rq ER § Tanbelage | Wells. 


youne SOLICITOR, mR, recently eda 
po. K. — Address, W. en Rael lar 
Reporter” * Office, 27, Chancery- -lane, W.C. 


ITUATION WANTED. — Expert Typist, 
30; abstainer ; yh mtn ” per ae peeing p9 Bd 
street, Kennington. 


FRAO #8. 
Pages BUSINESS, | Cases in all the 
es ror," Bankrapcy, Debs Colrced. Opoion, ~ 
AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For Er 


afraid of 
—Lex, 














25 per cent. will be taken off the 
p~ . -hs ie 
Seton <8 8 bemefalon 
pee Sees Set oe es © 2 per folio. 
oo oe a Lg ond =) 
5 Keats od. tite; 


pEAPE Rooted 18, pr 
re tt Aadaiah dh eaatniinn died wk 


EDFORD ROW.—To Solicitors.—Suites 

of Three Otfices, with lye of 
peg 8 ee et ee anand Giant 
Surveyors, 27 Chancery-lane, W.C. ‘ 








DVBRTISEMBRT - SRACBLLAE 
ec Ry homer beg phy. = tp 
need opal liberal toa 
ences —Address, 8. D. Cu., 39 and tl, 
Bt. Swithin’s-lane, E.C. ayn ™ 


Ry (opposite Law Courts). — 





the ie Poot walsh 
balling ‘nats dor competion reat 

: to Memm, Davio Buaserr & Co., 1, 
‘Nicholas dase, 





OLICITORS, Trustees, and Others. 
FRBEHOLD 


gale! 
SIVENCES, best position, 
agreements, and 


£13,500, or cr subject to separate mortgages, [sno vuless 
& Saxon, 814, Seven Sisters-road, N. 
ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
semana ea Sai ee 
eatin at SS e 
at both pace Is. to Se. ; 
ae ig *Phone; 1545 





